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A Few Reflections on History
by Serge Moscovici™

I
The Second Revolution

I thank you for your invitation to participate in this joint effort. It seems to me
that what most profoundly marked my relationship with history is that I be-
gan my studies with the history of the scientific revolution in the Galilean
School. Thanks to my professor Alexandre Koyré, I learned that, despite its
great importance, the history of the human and social sciences has neither
achieved the heights nor the precision equivalent to that of the history of
knowledge in general. In terms of authors and works, exploring the possibili-
ty of arriving at “truth” has received far more attention than “discovery”. In
fact, I have never delved into this question. I suppose it would be a life’s work.
However, I remain convinced that the birth of the human sciences at the end
of the 19 century represented an exceptional event, comparable to the birth
of the natural sciences in the 17" century. I regret that it has never been recog-
nized in such a way. What exactly am I doing? With the help of a few impres-
sions, 1 will try to explore some aspects of social psychology with which I am
familiar.

If you consider that social psychologies are man-made, conceived by prac-
titioners in various fields of knowledge who fix their criteria of choice, their
language and methods, their disciplinary matrix, and their conceptual history,
what you call the content of this science is obviously dependent on what-we
can call its institutional history. Lewin recognised the distinctive character of
what I call institutional history, the fact that the history of one science is not
exclusively that of today’s scientific concepts. To me it seems to be significant
that a witness as lucid as Lewin recognized the influence of institutional histo-
ry. We can understand this as Lewin lived in a time when the classification and
delimitation of the field of psychology was so decisive. He dedicated some fas-
cinating texts to his Wissenschaftslebre, the purpose of which was to answer
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the question: “Why are there different sciences?”. He started from the obser-
vation that the birth of a science never depends on contingencies, nor as he
says, “the mere accumulation of things to be learned”, or, so to speak, “im-
ages” of the world.

When I was younger, I explained why most of the important sciences tend
to become “sun sciences” around which all others rotate like planets. That was
true in the case of, for example, Wundt’s psychology, and, Durkheim and We-
ber’s sociology. If we take a closer look, all sciences of that era followed the
Newtonian science model, the archetypical “sun science”. In addition, two
models were developed for all of social psychology, Volker Psychologie in Ger-
many and collective psychology in France. Why then two psychologies? Sim-
mel implicitly answered to this question. What is interesting in his proposition
is that, the main sciences expressed in this way the conflict between the sci-
ence of the individual and the science of society. To achieve the status of a
“sun” science in the human sciences, these two psychologies either reduced
the social to the individual or the individual to the social. In the name of a neu-
ronal or network principle, the very wide-spread denunciations of the individ-
ual and, today even of the social, do not take into enough consideration refer-
ence to an epistemological principle as well as the profound separation be-
tween the two social psychologies; one oriented towards psychology and the
other towards sociology. However, we can better understand their point of
contact if we look at social psychology such as: an effort to bridge the social
and the individual. This once was almost forbidden but later was legitimized
by the status of the nascent social sciences, which exemplified a revolution in
knowledge in general. But if one takes a closer look, what we see gravitating
around these two social psychologies is a “no man’s land” of analogous disci-
plines and that aspires to highlight political causes and practical actions in life-
world. In other words, these psycho-sociologies or socio-psychologies never
cease oscillating between overestimating and underestimating the individual
or the social. And their methods look sometimes as a challenge to science, and
sometimes as statements of preferences that are political, religious etc. The
most widely known illustration of this is, of course, mass psychology.

After reading some of the articles in this issue of the “Rassegna”, I asked
myself if it would not be required to seek greater semantic or historic clarity. I
think of, for example, the word «vilkisch», which played such a decisive role
in German culture, and the term «psychology of races» and its role in the psy-
chology of peoples and even in certain aspects of mass psychology; terms
which allow to account for the role and the real content of the “no man’s land”
of social psychology. I am obliged to mention this because at the beginning of
my studies, social psychology and mass psychology were discriminated. Only
the field of group psychology was, as it were, “authorized”. Introducing this

“no man’s land” into our history is only a suggestion, as effectively is doing,
this would involve an extraordinarily difficult historical work. But, to the ex-
tent that this history is embodied in history in general, it relates to our disci-
pline like a space of secret complicity between science and society. And since
many sciences, such as cybernetics, saw the light in a “no man’s land”, this odd
multiplicity and diversity is itself remarkable to the extent that it can bring the
genesis of social psychology to light. There, perhaps, the key lies: the dual gen-
esis of social psychology; on the one hand, close to a social science and, on the
other hand, in a “no man’s land”.

2
Logical and Naturalist Psychology

There is certainly no doubt that psychological science must take Kant’s philos-
ophy into consideration. According to the great philosopher, «true science» is
rational. And once the rational concepts have been established, the three char-
acteristics of a true science must be the following:

4) Objects under observation must be situated in space;

b) Variations in phenomena can be verified;

¢) Their normal relations can be studied using mathematical formulas.
However, it must be acknowledged that psychology followed a different path.
We should recall that much of the new science was based on the logic of the
reduction from the complex to the simple through the choice of a basic ele-
ment or unit. In addition, there was a strong emphasis on experimental and
psychological methods. As Hilgard observed

Advances in science and technology are important in understanding scientific psychol-
ogy as it developed, for its models were largely physics and physiology, with their suc-
cess through analysis of phenomena into elementary parts, their uses of measurement
and mathematics and gradual supplementation of purely reductive or atomistic ap-
proaches by more holistic and field approaches”.

We must agree that most of the history of social psychology has followed the
same path, hence the care in the choice of rigid objects, strictly logical inter-
pretations, and reference to all that which can be considered conformable to
an objective expression. For example, Asch’s experiments counted the num-
ber of answers without taking into consideration that these answers were mo-
mentary and that the subjects had not made a judgement on the line length. As
Aronson observed,




Asch realized that most of the effects produced in the procedure were the result of tem-
porary conformity rather than an actual change of belief. That is, the typical yielding
subject did not become convinced that the majority was right, rather he went along
with the majority in order to avoid unpleasantness®.

Of course, it was Kurt Lewin who realised the limits of these empirical/logical
concepts. Without a doubt, he wanted to expand the field of observation and
make their theoretical meaning more flexible and social psychology easier to
understand. From the outset, his concepts of climate and level of aspiration
were taken into consideration with a great deal of reluctance. As he remarked
about the concepts of frustration and aggression, «up to 1920 academic psy-
chology, breathing the pure scientific air “of sensory perception” and memo-
ry, did not deem it appropriate for a scientist to consider these darker and mys-
tical aspects of life»’. What exactly did he mean by this? Very simply, that the
concepts of common sense and everyday knowledge can become or play the
role of scientific concepts. This image is a little bit misleading. It is, I would
say, prisoner of an idea linked to fanciful theories that popped up during the
Renaissance. In concrete terms, what is in question is the watertight barrier
erected between psychoanalysis and psychology. In-depth studies of Freud’s
thought, allow us to recognize that

[he had] arrived at a new conception of the mind, but he did so by taking over more
or less intact the ordinary, the common sense conception of the mind and then adding
to it. It was because he preserved the core of traditional conceptions that he preserved
the traditional vocabulary in its traditional meaning. In so far as he added to the com-
mon sense conception, this was to accommodate new mental phenomena that he dis-
covered [...] the reason that [these additions] attracted so much attention is that the
newly discovered phenomena turn out to play such a large role in what we do, as well
as what happens to us. They are crucial to our lives*.

Kurt Lewin follows Freud’s model, for example, concerning the phenomenon
of regression, and he accommodates new group phenomena in their tradition-
al vocabulary and common sense notions. However, he does not dare add on
to the traditional conception to show how these phenomena deepened our
view of reality. In this context, how can we not recognize that Lewin’s talent
does not reside in the elaboration of a social theory, but rather in understand-
ing the problems and paradoxes that he hopes to be able to resolve through
an empirical discovery or a physical-mathematical concept. And yet, he is
aware that only the presence of concepts pertinent to phenomena we know
well and have in common, can establish a profound link between us and social
psychology. In brief, he can allow us to overcome a misunderstanding and a
weakening of our curiosity about psychosocial phenomena. This is the same

obstacle that Lewin is aiming at, the same quest for understanding in which he
believes it is necessary to engage. And it is this effort, as well as its incomple-
tion, that seems to me to represent an important event in the history of our sci-
ence. We demonstrate logical or empirical performances, but tend to forget
these kinds of concepts. This is, in my understanding, the reason why social
psychology is isolated from the other social and psychological sciences and
even from culture in its wider meaning. In my mind, there lies a dream which
attempts to come true, leading to the achievement of the history of a shared
science. Because it is sometimes easier to quote a well-respected author than
to repeat oneself, I will conclude these reflections with a profound thought:

One of the fundamental difficulties is related to the distinction between “observation”
and “interpretation”. In all the sciences, it is important to keep under observation as
free as possible from theories and subjective interpretation. In psychology too, the ob-
server has to learn using his eyes and ears to report what really happened rather than
what he thinks should have happened according to his preconceived ideas. This is not
an easy task. Can it be accomplished at all in social psychology? Can a friendly or an
aggressive act be observed without interpretation in the same sense as the movement
of arms can be observed?’.

Science is the ability to say yes or no, but it is subject to the obligation of amaz-
ing us each time, whether it is a yes or a no. The history of social psychology
came about within a movement of civilization that had begun in Europe. This
was already evident from the first international conferences that proclaimed
both a German Pope, Wundt, and an American one, James, when I was award-
ed the Wundt-James Prize, which I do not believe it was confirmed. This is
due to the fact that the attitudes of the United States fluctuate between two
projects concerning our science. Either give to tradition an important place
and becoming, just as there was a Magna Grecia, a Great Europe by develop-
ing the European history of art, philosophy, and science in a greater, more dif-
ferent and more rational way. Or becoming a country, a completely distinct
and even opposed continent, another nation dominating the European conti-
nent. This American nationalism exists, indeed, and it is more a mark of social
psychology than of sociology, history, philosophy, and so forth.

One will note that this nationalism raises the question posed by Festinger:
«What is international social psychology?»°. If we want to change the position
of our science among other human sciences, and make it more distinct, it
would be useful to engage in a discussion of Festinger’s question. Anyway,
what we call alter-mondialism will resolve this matter in its own way.
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Conclusion

Tbese fragments of a historical narrative lead, at the same time, to combine 1
with a common memory and to offend someone’s conscience in order to '
arouse it. Everything that we feel or write about the past is nothing but the
symptom of a desire to renew the present. I must agree that there is a worri- 1

some curiosity or even cruelty in returning to this past which somewhat puts
me off. However, for young people who are beginning their professional life,
a reflection on history, in which they are participating, is much more essential

than it was in the era when I became involved with an obscure and misunder-
stood scientific field.

Notes

"E. R Hilgard, Psychology in America. A historical survey, H. B.J., New York 1987, p. 47.
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Introduction

by Annamaria Silvana de Rosa*

This special issue entitled Looking at the history of social psychology and social
representations: snapshot views from two sides of the Atlantic is based on the
revised texts of original papers presented at the Grand Atelier, a special work-
shop held during the 8" International Conference on Social Representations
1csk - Rome, 2006)* and during the 10™ edition of the International Lab Meet-
ings of the European Ph.D. on Social Representations and Communication®.

It would be useful to add a few words that put these contributions into the
contexts in which they were presented.

Following the pattern established by the previous International Confer-
ences on Social Representations, held on a biannual basis in either Europe,
Latin America or North America®, in Rome in 2006 we were pleased to wel-
come several hundred active contributors engaged in symposia, round tables,
thematic sessions, and interactive poster sessions. We also held a Grand Atelier
(workshop) and magisterial conferences by keynote speakers from among the
leading scientists in the field. When the proceedings were published in ad-
vance of the conference, 409 participants had registered to attend. These par-
ticipants came from 39 countries on all five continents including: 287 partici-
pants from 24 European countries, 96 from 7 Latin American countries, 2 from
North America (us and Canada), 7 from Oceania (Australia and New
Zealand), 7 from Asia (India, Indonesia and Israel), and 1 from Africa. Thanks
to late on-site registrations, the actual number of participants rose to more
than 4s0.

It is well-known that these biannual International Conferences not only at-
tract speakers and participants from social psychology, but also from the var-
jous disciplines in which the Social Representations Theory has progressively
become a unifying meta-theory of social sciences, including in sister disciplines
such as social psychology, sociology, anthropology, communication studies etc.
Together with these disciplines, the theoretical and empirical research on so-

* Sapienza - University of Rome.




cial representations has developed a strong interest for topical and crucial 1s-
sues that are highly relevant from the societal point of view.

The 8™ icsR itself represented a key scientific event of the So.Re.Com. THE-
matic NETwork, a network approved by the Ec — Education and Culture*. It was
not only an occasion for the various project partners to meet, but also an op-
portunity to present and disseminate the multimedia scientific outputs devel-
oped in the first year and a half of the programme to the wider scientific com-
munity. One of these was the transformation of the European Ph.D. web site
into a Portal for the entire scientific field. This included the installation of the
virtual campus sk & C. on-line data base and a comprehensive bibliographical
inventory of the literature on sk & C. The database boasts more than 5.000 spe-
cialised references and a bibliographic inventory linked to a meta-theoretical
analysis of almost 2.500 articles and book chapters. Both inventories are hyper-
linked with a dynamic advanced search engine. The Intelligent Virtual Library
allows downloading referred text-files in pDE-format, and in addition to the
comprehensive bibliographical inventory and meta-analyzed corpus, is linked
to a series of multimedia training tools. These include streaming videos of mag-
isterial lectures and video lessons produced either in real time or in play-back
sessions based on interactive video-conferences via European Ph.D. web-audi-
torium. Created as complementary to and in synergy with the established di-
dactic activities of the European Ph.D. on Social Representations and Com-
munication, the So.Re.Com. THEmatic NETwork represented the logical next
step in the programme’s development. In fact, the European Ph.D. on sk & C.’s
institutional network’ is closely integrated with the larger scientific community
in alogic of “network of networks”. This outreach to the wider scientific com-
munity came as a result of numerous requests from universities outside the net-
work to participate in the activities of the European Ph.D. on sk & C. In addi-
tion to development policy planning and international scientific co-operation
for the European doctorate, network universities dedicated themselves to
reaching out to the wider scientific community and actively participated in
founding the So.Re.Com. THEmatic neTwork. In the last decade, the European
Ph.D. has been the main arena for acquiring expertise not only in European
doctoral curricula, but also for the development and dissemination of a deeper
understanding of the discipline. It has demonstrated the need for a European
field of study that crosses Social Psychology and Communication Studies.

The 8 International Conference improved the long term commitment t0
the fruitful interplay between research and research training in an internation-
al environment, and the positive cross-fertilization achieved by this multi-gen-
crational community to promote future development of the scientific field be-
came an integral part of the 12 International Summer School on Social Repre-
sentations and Communication ( 28" August-6™ September) that followed®.
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THEmatic NETwork for the Grand Atelier was aimed at promoting reflection on
Social Psychology and its developments from an historical point of view and
on the cross-disciplinary Social Representations Theory from different socio-
cultural and geographical perspectives.

This special issue, which includes all the revised texts presented during the
Grand Atelier, combines papers from distinguished senior scholars and young
promising researchers, from different continents and geo-political contexts,
and from the two sides of the Atlantic and from Western and Eastern Coun-
tries of Europe. The goal was to examine the discipline by reflecting on its an-
chorage to different cultures and latitudes, and to understand to what extent
this has contributed to orient its development within different research tradi-
tions.

_  Albert Pepitone (usa) introduces his reflections on Social Psychology and
Real Life Social Behavior;

_  Celso Pereira de Sa (Brazil) shifts the focus on Social Psychology in Brazil,
_ Jorge Correia Jesuino (Portugal) presented a theoretical paper entitled
Contextualizing Social Psychology in Portugal;

_ Gilda Sensales (Italy) provided a paper aimed at reconstructing (The) So-
cial Psychology in Italian Scientific Journals 1875-1954). Reconstruction of a Rep-
resentational Pathway;

_ Nikos Kalampalikis, Sylvain Delouvée and Jean-Pierre Pétard (France)
presented a joint paper entitled Historical Spaces of Social Psychology based on
an extensive analysis of all social psychology textbooks published in French
between 1947 and 2001

_  Adrian Neculau (Romania) drew attention to The Evolution of Social Psy-
chology in a Society which has Undergone Many Political Regimes. The Case of
Romania.

The final two papers approached the Social Representations Theory from
a meta-theoretical perspective:

—  Michel-Louis Rouquette (France) presented Some Elements for a Concep-
tual History of Social Psychology; '

—  Annamaria Silvana de Rosa and Marialibera d’ Ambrosio (Italy) offered an
empirical paper dedicated to International Conferences as Interactive Scientif-
ic Media Channels: The History of the Social Representations Theory through
the Eight Editions of the 1CsR from Ravello (1992) to Rome (2000).

In addition to the revised texts of the contributors to the Grand Atelier
held during the 8% 1Csg, this special issue also includes:

- a foreword by Serge Moscovici, who inspired the organization of the
Grand Atelier that was also conceived as an arena to present and discuss The




From the other side of the Atlantic, Michel-Louis Rouquette (France) pro-
vides Some Elements for a Conceptual History of Social Psychology, particular-
ly focusing his reflections on the basic principles of research in the Social Rep-
resentation Theory which depart from more general questions related to «the
history of how knowledge is organised: how we learn to know, how a point of
view acquires or loses its legitimacy, how the boundaries of relevance are shift-
ed, and how the object of knowledge begin to relate each other». The main
point here is not to decide that other topics, other populations or other meth-
ods must be included in the agenda of research programs to develop the field,
but is, with all its consequences, to understand the definition that «any social
representation is a representation of an object O for a population P and
demonstrating this representation then entails the application of a methodol-
ogy M.» and to critically discuss the congruency between the Object and the
Population, between the Population and the Method and between the Object
and the Method.

The other papers are mainly based on empirical research dealing with do-
cuments of various natures, such as textbooks, journals and scientific commu-
nications in institutionalized contexts, like international conferences, and
which all deal with different historical periods, geographical documentary
sources and theoretical fields (Gilda Sensales; Nikos Kalampalikis, Jean-Pierre
Pétard, Sylvain Delouvée; Annamaria de Rosa, Marialibera d’Ambrosio). If on
one hand, this approach, based on analysis of written documents, tries to re-
duce viewing history through personal accounts to a minimum, on the other
hand, it seems to lay itself open to the criticism of dealing with an “objectified”
corpus rather than with the processes and the dynamic of exchanges within the
scientific community. In her transversal reading of the different contributions
in this special issue, Denise Jodelet observes that «the objectifications of the
discipline’s diffusion and development in texts or conferences do not allow us
to understand the dynamic aspects of these processes, nor the creativity of
these scientific exchanges». I believe, however, that we need to distinguish the
“static nature” of the study from the “stability” of sources and data analysis
strategies, which can be meticulously kept and verified in order to limit recon-
struction. We know that even in physics we can speak about “dynamic stabil-
ity”. Indeed, in all of the three above mentioned papers, “stability” anchored
to the empirical analysis of reliable sources does not exclude, and on the con-
trary is aimed at, mapping out the “dynamic” development of the history of
Social Psychology or the Social Representation Theory’. This is accomplished
through the presence or lack of cross-references for authors, geographical
places and institutional contexts, through the contextualisation of their con-
tributions to dedicated international conferences as fundamental institution-
alised spaces for members of a scientific community to meet, present, discuss
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their research and develop potential interpersonal, international and intercon-
tinental cooperation. This has been demonstrated by the analysis of scientific
production over the years and across continents.

In any case, whatever limitations a single study or a single contribution in
this special issue may have from either of the poles of personal memories™® and
ceified documents, taken together these different papers provide snapshots of
the history of the discipline, not simply conceived as a linear chronology. All
the authors seem to agree with Nikos Kalampalikis, Jean-Pierre Pétard and
Sylvain Delouvée that «a chronology does not make history».

This was never meant to be an exhaustive and systematic view of the his-
tory of the social psychology. We did not impose any temporal frame and the
only request to the contributors was that they look at the history of social psy-
chology and the Social Representations Theory «from the two sides of the At-
lantic». We do hope that the snapshots offered by each author in this special
issues at least will provide a mosaic of perspectives from different geo-graphi-
cal latitudes and various experiential, cultural, linguistic and geo-political con-
texts as well as fertile ground for debating critical issues related to the history
of the discipline. These can be of general interest, like the controversy about
relations between theory, methods and techniques, the relevance and the de-
gree of integration among different paradigms, the interdependence between
the genesis and development of the discipline and the historical-political situa-
tion in a specific institution, country, continent and even in the interdepend-
ent global scenario, the role of language and culture as factor explaining a va-
riety of traditions and hegemonic dominance in social psychology paradigms,
and finally, the degree of resistance to innovative paradigms compared the
dominance of the mainstream.

The reader might reorganise these szapshots into a more organic view, es-
pecially after reading the illuminating and fascinating «hidden story of how an
International Social Science was created», written by Moscovici and Markova
(quoted above). This book offers a dynamic view and intercontinental contex-
tual scenario for reorganizing some pieces of the fragmented mosaic present-
ed in this special issue, a journey through the past and to the future of this dis-
cipline as seen from the two sides of the Atlantic, in different countries and
across continents. This journey was accomplished in the excellent company of
these two authors who have contributed not only to re-thinking the history of
modern social psychology, but also to creating a constructive dialogue with the
many colleagues around the world that see the same or different directions for
the discipline in the future.
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al environment, and the positive cross-fertilization achieved by this multi-gen-
erational community to promote future development of the scientific field be-
came an integral part of the 12 International Summer School on Social Repre-
sentations and Communication (28" August-6" September) that followed®.
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Invitations to European and non-European partners of the So.Re.Com.
THEmatic NETwork for the Grand Atelier was aimed at promoting reflection on
Social Psychology and its developments from an historical point of view and
on the cross-disciplinary Social Representations Theory from different socio-
cultural and geographical perspectives.

This special issue, which includes all the revised texts presented during the
Grand Atelier, combines papers from distinguished senior scholars and young
promising researchers, from different continents and geo-political contexts,
and from the two sides of the Atlantic and from Western and Eastern Coun-
tries of Europe. The goal was to examine the discipline by reflecting on its an-
chorage to different cultures and latitudes, and to understand to what extent
this has contributed to orient its development within different research tradi-
tions. ,

—  Albert Pepitone (usa) introduces his reflections on Social Psychology and
Real Life Social Behavior;

—  Celso Pereira de Sa (Brazil) shifts the focus on Social Psychology in Brazil,
— Jorge Correia Jesuino (Portugal) presented a theoretical paper entitled
Contextualizing Social Psychology in Portugal,

—  Gilda Sensales (Italy) provided a paper aimed at reconstructing (The) So-
cial Psychology in Italian Scientific Journals (1875-1954). Reconstruction of a Rep-
resentational Pathway,

— Nikos Kalampalikis, Sylvain Delouvée and Jean-Pierre Pétard (France)
presented a joint paper entitled Historical Spaces of Social Psychology based on
an extensive analysis of all social psychology textbooks published in French
between 1947 and 200r;

—  Adrian Neculau (Romania) drew attention to The Evolution of Social Psy-
chology in a Society which has Undergone Many Political Regimes. The Case of
Romania.

The final two papers approached the Social Representations Theory from
a meta-theoretical perspective:

—  Michel-Louis Rouquette (France) presented Some Elements for a Concep-
tual History of Social Psychology;

- Annamaria Silvana de Rosa and Marialibera d’Ambrosio (Italy) offered an
empirical paper dedicated to International Conferences as Interactive Scientif-
ic Media Channels: The History of the Social Representations Theory through
the Eight Editions of the ICsR from Ravello (1992) to Rome (2006).

In addition to the revised texts of the contributors to the Grand Atelier
held during the 8 Icsg, this special issue also includes:

— a foreword by Serge Moscovici, who inspired the organization of the
Grand Atelier that was also conceived as an arena to present and discuss The
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Making of Modern Social Psychology, a book by Moscovici and Markova’ that
had been published a few weeks before the 8 1CSR;

_ alecture by Augusto Palmonari entitled The Importance of the Social Rep]r-l
resentation Theory for Social Psychology that had been delivered during the 10’
edition of the European Ph.D. on sk & C. International Lab Meeting. This Ie‘c-
ture provides a kind of coupling ring that links papers focussed more on Social
Psychology with those specifically concerned with the development of the So-
cial Representations discipline;

_  concluding remarks by Denise Jodelet, who was invited to present a trans-
versal reading of all the texts, an opportunity for discussion On Some Repre-
sentations of the History of a Discipline. ‘
In introducing his autobiography Interesting Times. A Twentz'etb-Centzfry Life
(2003)%, Eric Hobsbawm illustrates what it means for an historian to write per-
sonal memories of events, where

there is a more profound way in which the interweaving of one person’s life and times,
and the observation of both, helped to shape a historical analysis which, T hope, makes
itself independent of both. [...] not world history illustrated by the experien.ce.s of an
individual, but world history shaping that experience, or rather offering a shifting but
always limited set of choices [...]. History, as my colleague the philosopher Agnes
Heller put it “is about what happens seen from outside, memoirs about what happens

seen from within”.

Although in contemporary epistemology of both lay and sciegtific know-
ledge the distinction between the role of the subject versus the o‘bje.ct of know-
ledge is strongly questioned, as is the distinction between the'mszde and out-
side perspectives, it is clear that we cannot disregard both the interest .and the
limitations created by interweaving personal memories and historical ac-
counts.

In a certain sense, the choice of the subtitle Snapshot views from two sides
of the Atlantic expresses the awareness that the title Looking at the bistgry of
social psychology and social representations should be understood within the
limits of the living context in which this special issue has been generated. The
scope of the issue was much less ambitious than a systematic and long-term
concerted scientific effort by the different contributors.

In addition, the invitations addressed to distinguished senior scholars and
young promising researches from different continents and geo-poli%ical con-
texts made this special issue a multi-generational intellectual enterprise wh%ch
in itself provided an explanation of the different ways approach and examine
the history of the discipline and its development. In fact it is not by chance tha}t
those who have contributed to the birth or growth of social psychology in their
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own countries and/or are protagonists in the history of the development of the
discipline, like Celso Pereira de S from Brazil, Jorge Jesuino from Portugal,
Adrian Neculau from Romania, and Augusto Palmonari from Italy, draw an
historical picture from both «accounts of historical memory and narratives of
personal memory» (Celso Pereira de Sa).

These authors, who confront their own history while drawing the history
of the discipline, opted for a narrative style that is somewhere between person-
al memory (like encounters with authors who became very significant for their
intellectual and professional development, situational accounts of specific
contexts and places, their Ph.D. experiences etc.) and the historical memory
documented by the development of the discipline and its institutionalization.
These included the introduction of university courses, the creation of institutes
and associations, publication or translation of handbooks and influential texts,
the dominance of paradigms and the prominence of eminent scholars etc. as
well as historical temporal and geo-political contexts. Examples of these in-
clude the importance of social problems world-wide after World War 11, the
end of dictatorship in Brazil, the introduction of political democracy and the
accession to the European Union in Portugal, and the transition from a com-
munist to a post-communist regime in Romania.

Albert Pepitone, another eminent author from the United States who, sig-
nificantly, also belongs to the history of the discipline, prefers to develop more
general and meta-theoretical reflections on the individuocentric destiny of so-
cial psychology. Social psychology has been defined as a sub-discipline of psy-
chology and has neglected theory and research in the area of culture and its ma-
jor content, such as values and beliefs, in favour of an obsession for “lab” expe-
riments that in controlling variables and confirming hypotheses that may have
«absolutely zero relevance in the real world». This can be due to the selectivity
of the subject matter investigated, the lack of ecological validity, and the diffuse
habit of employing selective samples of undergraduate university students.
This critical analysis is aimed not at denying the value of experimental social
psychology, especially in the early years of the discipline’s history, but at enlarg-
ing social psychology’s vision and mission to map the real world, extend its the-
matic research agendas and for «adding to the research program additional ap-
propriate methods including opinion surveys, demographic, ethnographic
studies, intimate observational methods of the sort employed by Goffman (e.g.,
1963) and of course, includes field experiments and other approaches (cf.

Moscovici, Buschini, 2003)». Thus Pepitone argues for a theory open to a mul-
ti-methodological approach, where «in all cases, the nature of the problem
should determine the methods that are necessary; subdivisions in social psy-
chology should not be based on the one research method exclusively em-
ployed».
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From the other side of the Atlantic, Michel-Louis Rouquette (France) pro-
vides Some Elements for a Conceptual History of Social Psychology, particular-
ly focusing his reflections on the basic principles of research in the Social Rep-
resentation Theory which depart from more general questions related to «the
history of how knowledge is organised: how we learn to know, how a point of
view acquires or loses its legitimacy, how the boundaries of relevance are shift-
ed, and how the object of knowledge begin to relate each other». The main
point here is not to decide that other topics, other populations or other meth-
ods must be included in the agenda of research programs to develop the field,
but is, with all its consequences, to understand the definition that «any social
representation is a representation of an object O for a population P and
demonstrating this representation then entails the application of a methodol-
ogy M.» and to critically discuss the congruency between the Object and the
Population, between the Population and the Method and between the Object
and the Method.

The other papers are mainly based on empirical research dealing with do-
cuments of various natures, such as textbooks, journals and scientific commu-
nications in institutionalized contexts, like international conferences, and
which all deal with different historical periods, geographical documentary
sources and theoretical fields (Gilda Sensales; Nikos Kalampalikis, Jean-Pierre
Pétard, Sylvain Delouvée; Annamaria de Rosa, Marialibera d’Ambrosio). If on
one hand, this approach, based on analysis of written documents, tries to re-
duce viewing history through personal accounts to a minimum, on the other
hand, it seems to lay itself open to the criticism of dealing with an objectified”
corpus rather than with the processes and the dynamic of exchanges within the
scientific community. In her transversal reading of the different contributions
in this special issue, Denise Jodelet observes that «the objectifications of the
discipline’s diffusion and development in texts or conferences do not allow us
to understand the dynamic aspects of these processes, nor the creativity of
these scientific exchanges». I believe, however, that we need to distinguish the
“static nature” of the study from the “stability” of sources and data analysis
strategies, which can be meticulously kept and verified in order to limit recon-
struction. We know that even in physics we can speak about “dynamic stabil-
ity”. Indeed, in all of the three above mentioned papers, * stability” anchored
to the empirical analysis of reliable sources does not exclude, and on the con-
trary is aimed at, mapping out the “dynamic” development of the history of
Social Psychology or the Social Representation Theory?. This is accomplished
through the presence or lack of cross-references for authors, geographical
places and institutional contexts, through the contextualisation of their con-
tributions to dedicated international conferences as fundamental institution-
alised spaces for members of a scientific community to meet, present, discuss
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their research and develop potential interpersonal, international and intercon-
tinental cooperation. This has been demonstrated by the analysis of scientific
production over the years and across continents.

In any case, whatever limitations a single study or a single contribution in
this special issue may have from either of the poles of personal memories™ and
reified documents, taken together these different papers provide snapshots of
the history of the discipline, not simply conceived as a linear chronology. All
the authors seem to agree with Nikos Kalampalikis, Jean-Pierre Pétard and
Sylvain Delouvée that «a chronology does not make history».

This was never meant to be an exhaustive and systematic view of the his-
tory of the social psychology. We did not impose any temporal frame and the
only request to the contributors was that they look at the history of social psy-
chology and the Social Representations Theory «from the two sides of the At-
lantic». We do hope that the snapshots offered by each author in this special
issues at least will provide a mosaic of perspectives from different geo-graphi-
cal latitudes and various experiential, cultural, linguistic and geo-political con-
texts as well as fertile ground for debating critical issues related to the history
of the discipline. These can be of general interest, like the controversy about
relations between theory, methods and techniques, the relevance and the de-
gree of integration among different paradigms, the interdependence between
the genesis and development of the discipline and the historical-political situa-
tion in a specific institution, country, continent and even in the interdepend-
ent global scenario, the role of language and culture as factor explaining a va-
riety of traditions and hegemonic dominance in social psychology paradigms,
and finally, the degree of resistance to innovative paradigms compared the
dominance of the mzainstream.

The reader might reorganise these szapshots into a more organic view, es-
pecially after reading the illuminating and fascinating «hidden story of how an
International Social Science was created», written by Moscovici and Markova
(quoted above). This book offers a dynamic view and intercontinental contex-
tual scenario for reorganizing some pieces of the fragmented mosaic preéent—
ed in this special issue, a journey through the past and to the future of this dis-
cipline as seen from the two sides of the Atlantic, in different countries and
across continents. This journey was accomplished in the excellent company of
these two authors who have contributed not only to re-thinking the history of
modern social psychology, but also to creating a constructive dialogue with the
many colleagues around the world that see the same or different directions for
the discipline in the future.
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Notes

1See: 8t International Conference on Social Representations: Media and Society (Rome, 28%
August-1* September) [Proceedings, pp. 191-81: http://www.europhd.eu/8thiCsr

* The 2008 Winter Session 10 edition of the European Ph.D. on sk & C. International Lab
Meetings was entitled: Developing meta-theoretical approach to social representations literature:
the contribution of italian scholars belonging to the So.Re.Com. THEmatic NETwork held in Rome
at the European Ph.D. on Social Representations and Communication Research Centre and Mul-
timedia LAB, 7.6‘}‘]3.nuary—3‘d February, 2008. See: http://www.europhd.eu/IntLabMeetings

3 1992: Ravello, Italy; 1994: Rio de Janeiro, Brazil; 1996: Aix-en-Provence, France; 1998: Me-
xico City, Mexico; 2000: Montreal, Canada; 2002: Stirling, UK; 2004: Guadalajara, Mexico.

4 For a glimpse on the network, its goals and outputs see: http://www.europhd.eu/SoRe-
ComTHEmaticNETwork

s See: http://www.europhd.eu

6 Tn the multi-year series of scientific events approved by the EC-DG Research under Marie
Curie Actions for 2005-2008, it corresponds to the vi European Ph.D. on Social Representations
and Communication International Lab Meetings, reserved to selected doctoral trainees and afew
experienced researchers, who received full financial support for participating in both the events
(consult the web site: http://www.europhd.eu/ IntLabMeetings, also including the calendar, sci-
entific programs and didactic materials of the 2007 and 2008 winter, spring and summer sessions
of following events). By further expanding the role of the European Doctorate on Social Repre-
sentations and Communication for the internationalization of research training in and out of Eu-
tope, a remarkable number of young research trainees from all continents have been admitted
free of charge to this scientific event thanks to approval of the program Actions for the sustain-
ability of the European Pb.D. on social representations and communication: support to the struc-
tured and integrated international mobility ‘ohysical and virtual) by the Italian Ministry for High-
er Education and Scientific Research (MIur) under the Internationalization of the University sys-
tem programme which is co-funded by Sapienza - University of Rome.

7. Moscovici, L. Matkova, The making of modern social psychology. The hidden story of How
an international social science was created, Polity Press, Cambridge 2006.

8 F. Hobsbawm, Interesting times. A Twentieth-century Life, Abacus, London 2003, pp. XI-
I-XIV.

9 According to Moscovici, «Social psychology is more than ever the science of social repre-
sentations and can find in them a unifying theme» [S. Moscovici, The bistory and actuality of so-
cial representations, in U. Flick (ed.), The psychology of the social, Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, 1998, pp. 209-47: 237].

© The weight of intellectual autobiography is so strong in some contributions, that it finally
provided me with an explanation of premises I have always found inexplicable: for example,
Pereira de S4’s integration of the Social Representations Theory and his past background in Be-
haviorism. Although he defined this as «mediational kind of behaviorism, not by radical behav-
jorismy, it is clearly identifiable in his statement: «I was not exactly an experimental behavior an-
alyst, because I had never experimented with rats or pigeonsina “ Skinner box”. Later, I discov-
ered social representations and began to explore them, because I believed this was a socio-cog-
nitive approach very close to Skinner’s explanation for the social formation of thinking, and that
is a conviction I continue to hold, although Moscovici has already disagreed with it publicly at a
symposium in Brazil in 1998». As discussed elsewhere, although the Social Representations The-
ory does not impose closed views and theoretical and methodological orthodoxies, I have always
considered this kind of “impossible integration” epistemologically incompatible. I firmly believe
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STUDIES AND ESSAYS

Social Psychology
and Real Life Social Behavior

by Albert Pepitone*

If the objective of social psychology is to construct general knowledge about human
social behavior, the experimental method is certainly a necessary research instrument.
When designed properly, and when sampling and procedures are carried out accord-
ing to established rules, controlled experiments can provide the valid findings that con-
stitute scientific generalizations. However, there are limitations to “lab” research that
expetimenters should be aware of and strategically minimize by employing comple-
mentary and supplementary methods including most importantly field observations.
We discuss limitations associated with achieving control of confounding variables, the
confirmation of hypotheses by statistical tests, and the basis of the claim of universal-
ity. Finally, because not all phenomena of interest to social psychology can be investi-
gated by lab experiments, and because such research aims to build general and there-
fore abstract theory, some phenomena of everyday life are underinvestigated or ig-
nored altogether: public social behavior and nonmaterial belief systems which control
consciousness and behavior in many horrific group conflicts around the world.

Key words: scientific knowledge, real world observations, experimental paradigm.

I
Social Psychology — A History of Growth

Whether measured in terms of the number of refereed articles published, the
. number of journals and books in the field, the number of social psychologists
in university departments and nonacademic research positions — by any or all
such measures, social psychology has been, and is, one of the most successful
areas of psychology. From the end of World War 11 through at least four
decades, social psychology, and especially experimental social psychology, has
flourished in the United States, Western Europe and other parts of the world.
This “golden age” could not have happened without the generous support of
universities, governments, and private foundations. Those of us in the field
should feel honored by the esteem that society has for it, and proud of the pro-
ductivity that has made us deserving of that esteem. However, success provides

* University of Pennsylvania.
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us with an opportunity to take a critical stance and examine the field with the
aim of improving its production of basic knowledge of social behavior in the
real world, which after all, is the fundamental objective. Adopting this stance,
I will focus on two major issues that limit advances in research and theory: 1.
Some deficiencies of laboratory experiments, and due to a traditionally narrow
definition of the proper domain of psychology, 2. the systematic neglect of the-
ory and research in the area of culture and its major contents — values and be-
liefs.

2
Deficiencies of Experiments

On the first issue my arguments are not intended to be a general critique of the
experimental method. Indeed, when designed and executed in the right way,
the experiment is uniquely capable of creating unequivocally valid theoretical
generalizations under specified conditions. But while necessary for the ad-
vancement of basic knowledge, the method needs to be complemented and
supplemented by other research methods and methodological perspectives
with respect to the phenomena selected for investigation, the theoretical for-
mulations, and the procedures for assessing the validity of research findings. I
include here field observations and experiments, and other methods employed
by organizational psychology, human ethology, and those sections of sociolo-
gy and cultural anthropology that bear on social behavior and its sources. Em-
ploying the data-gathering procedures and analyses of these related disciplines
and sub areas of social psychology is necessary to compensate for the limita-
tions of laboratory experiments. The latter have a number of problems that
can slow or prevent development of knowledge in social psychology. Some
may be obvious, but sometimes the obvious is often an illusion that hides prob-
lems.

3
The Paradox of Experimental Control

An essential feature of the “lab” experiment is the control over human sub-
jects it employs and over the variables to be experienced by those subjects. In
the latter case, the experimenter seeks to eliminate or hold constant all known
or suspected influences on the social behavior being investigated — the de-
pendent variable — except the variable whose influence the experiment was de-
signed to test — the independent variable. Only when these unwanted or alien
influences are controlled is the experimenter in a position to conclude that the
independent variable produced the predicted result. To the extent possible, of
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course, this logically sound procedure should guide the design of lab experi-
ments. A problem is faced, however, when it comes to assessing the effects ob-
tained in the lab in the real world where it is often the case that the variables
operating there could make it impossible to detect the effect of the lab vari-
able or wipe out any that was found. Clearly, the confirmation of a hypothesis
in the lab may have absolutely zero relevance in the real world. What is impor-
tant in building knowledge is that the investigator to becomes intimate with
the phenomenon as it occurs in its natural environment using a variety of field
methods including observation, interviews, the use of panels etc. The aim is to
acquire sufficient information about the subject of interest in order to define
and measure laboratory variables more validly and reliably.

4
The Quest for Universality

From the scientific point of view, the hypotheses tested by experiments should
not only be valid but most generally valid. Indeed, the ideal aim is to establish
theories that are unzversal. But no experiment involves samples that represent
entire human populations. Moreover, a large number of experiments in the lit-
erature have employed frankly selective samples such as undergraduate uni-
versity students. In any case, whatever the sample, the population to which the
confirmed hypotheses may be generalized is rarely specified. What, then, can
be concluded about the generality of most experimental findings and the the-
oretical hypotheses they support in social psychology? The answer is little.
Universality of the theories we construct of social behavior observed in real life
is a more distant ideal given the likelihood that some of this behavior may in
fact be unique to ecological, economic and culturally normative forces (Pepi-
tone, 1976). It may be noted that the objective of universal generalization may
be one reason why cross-cultural research is relatively infrequent in social psy-
chology. Differences in results that cannot be attributed to sampling or mea-
surement threaten the assumption that (orribile dictu) our laws about social be-
havior are not going to be Newtonian! ‘

5
The Gap between Theory and Phenomenal Reality

In the early seasons of our history experimental social psychology investigat-
ed issues about observable phenomena that were readily understood by ordi-
nary people who were non psychologists. For example, Triplett (1898), a pio-
neer experimentalist, investigated the speed with which children performed a
simple motor task when alone compared with when another child in the same
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room simultaneously performed the same task. The experiment was based on
real world observations of the effect of “pacers” (a non racer who rides ahead)
on the speed of bicycle racers. Beginning in 1916, Floyd Allport (1920), fol-
lowed up the pioneering experiment of Mayer (1903), another pioneer, with a
series of experiments on mental performance — e.g. memoty, reasoning, arith-
metic. In one condition, the graduate students worked on the mental tasks si-
multaneously face to face around a table. In the alternating other condition the
subjects worked alone at the same time in separate rooms. In these early ex-
petiments the issue being tested was a simple practical one: did the presence
of others working on the same task affect — help or hinder — the performance
of the individuals involved? The theory behind the “help” prediction de-
scribed the results more generally — in terms of “social facilitation”, but still
easily recognizable as referring to behavior that takes place in the everyday
world. As theory and methodology grew in sophistication, however, the results
of experiments became imbedded in theoretical frameworks and formulated
as hypotheses. Research programs began to employ “operational measures” to
represent empirically the conceptual class of phenomena being investigated
and the theoretical concepts that make up the hypothesis about that class. Typ-
ically, such operations were neither exact replicas of the real world social be-
havior of interest nor isomorphic with the theoretical concepts involved. As
ingenious as some measures were their validity in representing concepts and
social behavior in the real world were often less than convincing. Thus, only
with rare creative imagination can operational measures of aggression such as
pressing a button that delivers a shock to a stranger in the next room be ac-
cepted as representative of the interpersonal aggressions observed in everyday
life. The risk of designing experiments that do not map onto the real world can
be minimized by adding to the research program additional appropriate meth-
ods including opinion surveys, demographic, ethnographic studies, intimate
observational methods of the sort employed by Goffman (e.g., 1963), and of
course, field experiments and other approaches (cf. Moscovici, Buschini,
2003). In all cases, the nature of the problem should determine the methods
that are necessary; subdivisions in social psychology should not be based on
the one research method exclusively employed.

6
Individuocentrism

There are other limitations of experimental research that have to do with the
selectivity of the subject matter investigated, and perhaps more significantly,
that have to do with the subject matter excluded. Obviously, a major reason for
exclusion is that it is difficult or impossible to establish adequate experimen-
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tal controls or obtain reliable measurements. But there are also phenomena
tbat are not on the research agendas of social psychology because they are out-
mde the preordained boundaries of the discipline and or seen as falling on]
within the purview of a different social science discipline. Thus, a Widegl ac}-]
cepted tradition prescribes that the subject of culture is the “proiaerty” ofyAn-
thropology, and that the study of society including social structure, crime rates
ffmd other indices of urban culture belongs to Sociology. And frorn, its baptism
in the last quarter of the nineteenth century Psychology has defined its dolinain
as the study of the individual.

. With the major exception of Group Dynamics introduced by Kurt Lewin
in 1945, the description of social psychology from before World War 11 to the
present matches that given by Floyd Allport in his 1924 text: «Social psychol-
ogy is the study of the social behavior and the social consciousness of the in-
dividual» (p. 12). Depending on the interpretation of “consciousness” All-
port’s definition would include social cognition, today’s dominant area of re-
search and theory. But whether the meta theoretical model is behavioristic a Ja
Allport or cognitivistic, the center of interest, the unit of analysis is the indi-
vidual.

It is not surprising, indeed, it is by definition that the exclusive focus on
the SQCIal behavior of the individual and its intra individual determinants have
stymied theory and research that deal with relationships within the universe of
macro group structures and social categories. Any complete literature review
would detect few papers on social movements, residential communities
Crowdsj socioeconomic classes, religious cults, political parties, corporate or-)
ganizations, to list a few of the social aggregates in the real world. It is not on-
%y that the dynamics of such structures in the human environment have been
ignored but the creations of these groups — what generically we call “culture”
— has been given relatively minor attention. It is a paradox that despite their
profound effects on social behavior around the world — witness the killin
flelds of conflict among groups, changes in «life styles, language, and child%
rearing — cultural values and beliefs have not become distinct proérams of re-
search and theory in social psychology».

We are not arguing that no work in social psychology has been done in
these areas. In the American literature for example there are notable books on
vah-les: Scheibe (1970), Rokeach (1973); questionnaire studies of values across
nations, and on the basic structure of such values, Schwartz Bilsky (1990). In
personality psychology, there are the value scales of G. Allpor’t and Verngn that
measure a person’s profile across six values: Economic, Esthetic, Political
Theoretical, Religious, Social (cf. revised edition Allport Vernon, Lindze ,
1951). A chapter in the Handbook of social psychology deals ’explicitl : with ¢ {’
ture, Fiske, Kitayama, Markus, Nisbett (1998). There is also the “jlournalli)f

25



Cross-Cultural Psychology”, and the quarterly “Social Psychf)logybof Cul-
ture”. But neither the work in these sources nor the news headlines ba outf p(:-
litical and religious movements have created a ilotlceable numhelr o E) )
searchers and theorists in the “extended fronth of' social ps;if o og}(rl. o
course, there are problems that impede such a migration of wor ersh an ) the
creation of research programs. In addition to th? fact that the area has be
«off limits” the standard research methods, par'tl.cularly lab experiments, ai\re
often not useable in studies involving social entities larger and more.c.or:lp ei
than the small group. Another problem is the absence of clear 1emcfmc tha; !
conceptual definitions of variables and issu‘es. Values, for examlg e(,1 ofn::1 have
a standard definition; classifications differ in the number and' ind of v 1111 i
cluded. However, we all should keep in mind that con§truct1y§ ¥esealr)c t 3
builds a foundation does not require that final and precise deﬁnmoni e avab-
able at the initial stage of research nor that the eatly crops of results dc.a.n e
generalized across diverse samples, methods, and go b.eyond local conhltlons:
Moreover, focusing on cultural values, one need not think of'a thegry t at rep
resents the universe of all values. Progress can be made by mve.:stlgatmg ever}
one value. Indeed, as an example, there is one value around which a variety 0

existing research findings can be organized.

7
The Group Identity Value

Although not explicitly listed in the classification of \‘ralues such as that of Alit
port and Vernon referred to above, the value that is 'h'eld by sqn;e ;)lr mo1
members of every kind of social aggregate and coll<:‘c:f1v1ty to w}?m ic ey vol-
untarily belong and do not hate — social classes, families, professi?na. associa
tions, social class, and so on. Of course, we know that membership 1n groups

s often an automatic application of traditions that have long since lost their

compelling significance and may not involv‘e an identity mgchﬁ.ess a pfj;;zz
one, but for most groups to exist some portion of the mem ets ip r?us value
their group identity. As group dynamics research has shown atlt)rac 10r:n o he
group” — when enduring and based on the group per se maly fe a;suion Lo
represent identity value — is a critical determinant of the 16\1;6 Lo clo etsh on o'
group, the degree of uniformity on issues' relevant. ‘More ol \Qogs y, eh e
trism, nationalism, and religious fanaticism are directly 111’.1 e t}(l) t1 eg r g)_
identity value. Finally, this basic concept is a central (‘iynamm in }tl e arge.picﬂl
gram of research coded as Social Identity Theory (Tajfel, 1981)‘.":[' us, elmplr d
analysis of this one value in a variety of groups, 1‘mder cs)ndmons relevant
the life of the group promises 2 large theoretical integration.

26

8
Beliefs

Obviously, beliefs are related to values. What we believe in we value. But many
values are idealized states, e.g. love they neighbor, democracy, altruism etc.,
and not necessarily believed to exist at the ideal level. In general, beliefs are
part of the cognitive structure that informs us about the reality and truth of
things, forces, events, their interrelationships, and all that we imagine to be in
our existence. One can believe without any doubt, believe that something is
true but not be certain, and wholly disbelieve. For cultural social psychology
to make progress in theory and research the vast world of beliefs requires some
organization and classification. Some examples of the latter are prominent in
everyday sociopolitical discussions and debates, e.g. the belief in “Free Mar-
ket economy” vs. a “Socialist economy”, the belief in Darwin’s theory of evo-
lution vs. the belief in “Intelligent Design”, and the ever present belief in God
vs. Agnosticism or Atheism. Taking a clue from the ontological meaning of be-
liefs, seminar discussions and projects led me to divide — arbitrarily and rough-
ly — the belief world into those that refer to an objective field where indices or
measures of reality are thought be available. “I believe that the treaty will be
signed on Monday”, “I don’t believe that it will rain tomorrow”, “I believe that
there will be a guilty verdict”. Such beliefs are expressions of what we know,
what we think we know, or what is knowable. The other part of the belief field
is the “nonmaterial” where there are no objective indicators of existence but
the believer is nonetheless more or less certain. For many millennia human be-
ings have shown evidence of creating in their clans, tribes, and successive civ-
ilizations belief systems consisting of gods, magical powers, places where souls
are moved after death, reincarnation, mysterious forces in the sky that control
human destiny, magic, astrology, mental telepathy, the evil eye etc. It is fair to
say that relatively little work in social psychology has been done on such non-
material beliefs. Presumably, one reason for the paucity is an implicit rule or
doctrine that social science discourse and research should be separated from
religion and related belief systems. ‘

In addition to the large body of spiritual beliefs that define religions, hu-
man beings believe in a variety of nonmaterial beliefs about life and its tribu-
lations including death. One widespread belief is that a secular transcenden-
tal force is a major determinant of the major events in life. The belief that one’s
fate is predestined applies to major events such as illnesses, accidents, death,
and other vicissitudes. Such beliefs in a “force of destiny” tell people via astro-
logical readings and consultations not only when they will marry, when they
will die and from what illness, but help them interpret events ex post facto. As
a fictional example of this nonmaterial belief, an elderly retiree believes that
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fate was responsible for meeting his high school sweetheart in a department
store elevator in Singapore where his cruise ship made an unscheduled stop
for repairs. The rarity of such an event rules out chance, and there is no con-
ceivable reason for God to make the meeting possible.

More common than the influence of a force of destiny is a belief in “luck”,
“fortuna”, “hasard”, “suerte”, gluck”. Itis a very versatile belief. In everyday
usage, it is often conflated with chance. Belief in luck is prominent in gambling
activities. A player of cards (e.g. Poker) who draws a card that gives him a “Full
House” can be heard: “Ihad the luck of the draw”. Superstitions are filled with
admonitions about acts that Jead to bad luck such as breaking a mirror, open-
ing an umbrella :nside the house, walking under a Jadder, and actions that
bring good luck like knocking on wood, keeping fingers crossed, and so on.
Luck is also seen as a property of persons. “He is born with good luck”.

Beliefs in various forms of witcheraft and the evil eye are still found in the
Near and Far East. The former we might call “quasi” nonmaterial in that there
are witches “covens”, groups of people who believe they have the power of
witches. Belief in, and thus fear of, the evil eye leads believers to strange and
costly measures to defend against the horrors the eye can inflict. Frequent do-
nations to beggars on the street may be acts that protect against the eye”.

The foregoing is a tiny sample of nonmaterial beliefs; one could add beliefs
in the devil, telepathy, animal magnetism, reincarnation, magic etc. that have
been part of the culture of human groups since the beginning. An imposing
question for an «axtended” social psychology is what functions do nonmater-
ial beliefs perform?

A program of exploratory experiments on the issue was begun with the dis-
sertation of Saffiotti (1990). Young adult subjects were presented with brief de-
scriptions of life events, and then asked to interpret each case. The subjects’
interpretations were reliably coded. They showed that nonmaterial beliefs
were frequently used to describe what was behind the event, why it happened.
A more precise coding showed that there was a significantly selective relation-
ship between the life event cases and the nonmaterial beliefs used to explain
them. What emerged from these experiments was evidence for the hypothesis
that nonmaterial beliefs function to provide the believer with explanations,
understanding, causes etc., of life events about which such information the be-
liever is uncertain or ignorant, and that they function selectively, that is, cer-
tain nonmaterial beliefs are more useful than others in interpreting certain
kinds of life events. A complete analysis and added interpretation occurred
over the next few years (Pepitone, Saffiotti, 1997), as well as tests of the hypoth-
esis on different national samples (DeRidder et al., 1999).
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9
Conclusion

II.’I conclusion, since it has been defined as a sub-discipline of psychology, so-
c1a'1 psychology has been restricted in the subject matter it investigates Th,e re-
striction may be broadly characterized as individuocentrism. We do nlot argue
that theory and research on the social behavior and cognition of the individ-
ual should be less generously funded or less appreciated but rather that social
psychology should be free to extend its boundaries and mission to include
macro social structures and their cultures including especially their values and
behefs'. Given the deep and widespread influence of these variables on social
behavior in the real world, and the absence of any compelling rationale as to
why social psychology should not become engaged in theory and research in

this ezlitended territory, an opportunity for deep and last contributions is pre-
sented.
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Social Psychology in Brazil:
Some Recollections

by Celso Pereira de Si*

This paper resulted from my participation in the round table on Social psychology from
the two sides of the Atlantic at the 8™ International Conference on Social Representa-
tions, in Rome in 2006. When I was invited to speak at the round table, I first thought
of talking about social psychology in Latin America, but in the end preferred to con-
centrate just on Brazil. Then, when I came to prepare what I was going to say, rather
than presenting an objective history of social psychology in Brazil and properly an eval-
uation of its present state, I opted to situate it somewhere between accounts of histor-
ical memory and narratives of personal memory. In believing that a sample of a social
psychologist’s personal experiences — and the information garnered thereby at differ-
ent occasions in his life in a southerly portion of this side of the Atlantic, more specif-
ically in Rio de Janeiro — might be of any interest, I was availing myself of a freedom,
granted in the academic world to elderly professors nearing compulsory retirement
age, to be less impersonal and objective and more personally present and given to rem-
iniscence in their contributions to these gatherings. What follows here then is such an
exercise in retrieving historical and personal memories — as those terms are defined in
a more theoretical and conceptual text (S4, 2005) — about social psychology in Brazil.
Key words: social psychology, Brazil, memory.

This paper resulted from my participation in the round table on Soczal psychol-
ogy from the two sides of the Atlantic at the 8® International Conference on So-
cial Representations, in Rome in 2006. When I was invited to speak at the
round table, I first thought of talking about social psychology in Latin Amer-
ica, but in the end preferred to concentrate just on Brazil. Then, when I came
to prepare what I was going to say, rather than presenting an objective history
of social psychology in Brazil and properly an evaluation of its present state,
opted to situate it somewhere between accounts of historical memory and nar-
ratives of personal memory.

In believing that a sample of a social psychologist’s personal experiences —
and the information garnered thereby at different occasions in his life in a
southerly portion of this side of the Atlantic, more specifically in Rio de Janeiro

* Rio de Janeiro State University.
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— might be of any interest, I was availing myself of a freedom, granted in the
academic world to elderly professors nearing compulsory retirement age, to be
less impersonal and objective and more personally present and given to remi-
niscence in their contributions to these gatherings. What follows here then is
such an exercise in retrieving historical and personal memories — as those
terms are defined in a more theoretical and conceptual text (34, 2005) — about
social psychology in Brazil.

The historical memory of social psychology in Brazil was refreshed — or up-
dated — among Brazilian social psychologists in 2003 when the book Introdugio
i Psicologia Social, by Arthur Ramos, was republished to mark the centenary
of his birth. While that initiative may not have been enough — as its publishers
perhaps hoped — to raise the book to what P. Nora (1997) terms a lieu de mé-
moire (site of memory), it did at least remind us that one of the early landmarks
in the Brazilian history of our discipline dates back to 1935 — when a formal
course was instituted at the then Universidade do Distrito Federal, under the
responsibility of the physician and anthropologist, Arthur Ramos — and to
1936, when that same professor published a book with the title Social psycho-
logy. It also brought us to recall that, at that early stage, social psychology
formed part of the study of law, economics, education and medicine and ben-
ofited from contributions from biology, psychoanalysis, behavioral sciences,
sociology and anthropology.

The book by Arthur Ramos makes profuse allusion to the work of authors
who early in the >0 century — three decades before the Brazilian book ap-
peared — had begun to write of what they explicitly designated “Social psychol-
ogy”, such as William McDougall and Edward Ross, or labeled Volkerpsy-
chologie, such as Wilhelm Wundt, but also those who only a decade earlier
were pursuing the discussion of what social psychology might be or should be,
such as Floyd Allport, Emery Bogardus and Charles Ellwood and, finally,
those who in the 1930s — some in the same years 1935 and 1936 when the book
was being written — were fashioning their own understanding of social psy-
chology, such as Kimball Young, Charles Blondel, Kurt Lewin and Carl
Mutchison. Considering the distance between Brazil and the places where this
knowledge was being produced, as well as the scanty means of communication

available, this Brazilian academic endeavor is, to say the least, impressive.

Of Handbook of Social Psychology, Murchison’s first book, published in
1935, he says — in striking agreement with the appraisal that would be made six-
ty years later by Robert Farr (1996): «it is a magnificent repository of studies
embracing all the fields of inquiry of social psychology, from the biology of gre-
garious animals to ethnic psychology and social anthropology» (Ramos, 2003,
p. 34). Considering that the Arthur Ramos book is a major milestone of this
carly phase of social psychology in Brazil and also that it is quite similar in
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make-up to Murchison’s Handbook, I think it fair to say that, at the time
Brazil was equally receptive to psychosocial thinking that was emerging, rez
gardless of which side of the Atlantic it came from.

Tf T engage in the exercise of fitting together the historical memory of so-
cial psychology with the memory of my own personal history of active academ-
i involvement with this discipline, I think I can add that a second phase was
ushered in by the founding of the first regular university courses in psycholo-
gy in the late 1950s and early 6os. I started studying social psychology in the lat-
ter half of the 6os, that is, at a time when Arthur Ramos’s book no longer
reached us students and when no boom had yet been sparked in the transla-
tion of social psychology studies — Klineberg (1959) being one of the rare ex-
ceptions. I am unable to reconstruct exactly what was happening at the time
but I do remember that, as a result of that course, I read Freud’s Totem zmc;
Taboo, the work of Mead, Benedict and Kardiner on * culture and personali-
ty”, contributions from both sides of the “nature vs. nurture” divide, incur-
sions into the domain of “collective psychology” by Blondel (1966) and the es-
says on “Brazilian national character” confronted by Moreira Leite (1969). It
was readings like these, which prized the contributions of the human and so-
cial sciences, that my social psychology professor, Eliezer Schneider — who
would later supervise my masters and doctoral theses — used to bring to class,
along with a healthy respect for the study of basic psychological processes that
he had familiarized himself with extensively in the United States during his
postgraduate studies.

' In that connection, drawing out these personal recollections, I remember
— in writing about my supervisor (S4, 2001) — having mentioned hearing him
remark that his own supervisor in the United States told him that at one time
Clark Hull, the leading behaviorist of the time, used to give classes with the
works of Freud on his desk and encouraged his disciples to put the hypothe-
ses of psychoanalysis to experimental test. That exhortation, he claimed, led
to classics of social psychology, such as Frustration and aggression, by Dollard,
Dc?ob, Miller, Mowrer and Sears (1939) and Soczal learning and imitation, by
Miller and Dollard (1941). That manner of conceiving social psychology as
something situated — and producing new knowledge — between psychology
and other theoretical views of the human person and the conditions in which
they engage in social aggregation and exchange — drawn from psychoanalysis,
sociology, anthropology or history — made such an impression on me that my
masters thesis, written in the late 7os (84, 1979), was devoted to interrelating a
behaviorist approach, the radical behaviorism of B. F. Skinner and its notion
of behavior control, with the sociological notions of social control developed
by authors such as Mannheim (1962) and by others connected with symbolic
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d
interactionism, such as Goffman (1974), Berger and Luckmann (1974) an
Becker (1977). .

) \When9 I became a professor in the early 1970s, in response 50 the dematr}llci
generated by the new psychology courses emerging in Rio he gageér:c,ome
North American “psychological social psyc}‘lolog}{ approac 12' ccome
hegemonic — displacing the previous plural orlentatlonﬂ— }I}‘EJS l;nark glygAmldo

i f social psychology in Brazil. The ook .
phase in the development o rehe The book by Arold®
i i ili this school, went through eig i
Rodrigues, the main Brazilian author o . e

i last of them (Rodrigues, Assmar, ,

tions between 1972 and 2000, the S
i i lleagues from my generation.
2000) with the collaboration of two co . on. Mea
i i lations of North American ma ,
hile, we witnessed a slew of trans ar .
Erech Crutchfield and Ballachey (1969), but a)lso of rillore qiggih\zzzlizil;l
: i ider (1970), together wi
as Solomon Asch (1971) and Fritz Hei vith dologica
i i Daniel Katz (1974), and other mo

tudies, such as Leon Festinger and 2 (x ' :
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this editorial booz. Not that this le e of the A

i i : bookstores also offered Portuguese

lantic completely in the shade: boo : slations

of authors such as Jean Stoetzel (1976), Jean Maisonneuve (1977) an g

Moscovici (1975; 1978). o ' . .
0As I see it, this upsurge in publishing in Brazil was responilile f(;lr k;lfntl}clle

ing competence in social psychology among (Zlur pr'ofes}slo:s —-a ; Hf:;gt f,avored
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two “colonizing” intellectual sources in ) in, that movement Gavore

i tion of this side of the Atlantic.

influences coming from the northern por . 1
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i i i “Third Wor
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i i imed to offer “liberation” from p .

itself most intensely present or claime : om previous it

i i At the same time as we “nativi

fluences — at least I like to think so. ' ¢ “patives” bee
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from the academic input of all concerned, S0 10 ft=byvirue o 1

i in of the original colonization —and are y per:
symbolic memory we retain o : n coplypersuac:
to. In that regard, the 197
ed by what we ourselves can testify : . 708 "crisis n 3o
i ” i ited States also had its transformative rep ic
cial psychology” in the Unite ‘ R
i il, wi i hologists themselves already

here in Brazil, with local social psyc : wdy recoBnizing

isis: certain approaches, such as

some of the symptoms of the crisis: cer . och as Leon Fer

inger’ itive dissonance, were losing the prestige

tinger’s theory of cognitive . the prestige that had come

izzyi f the previous decade. Even ,
to a dizzying head at the end o viou . clore that, how:
i i Schneider, in Rio de Janeiro, sen e cu
ever, professors like Eliezer ,seasitive to the <
istori i f human conduct, an via , in

tural and historical determinants o or nd Sitvia Lane, in 530
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Paulo, who appreciated the importance of p : | condltions
in social interaction, were already questioning the experimental, individuali
North American paradigm.
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As reminiscences come and g0, let me return to the lecture hall benches to
recall memories that warrant seeing the period when my colleagues and I start-
ed studying psychology as perhaps having favored our initiation by renewing
social psychology at the very time were still learning it. Indeed, the intellectu.
al concerns we experienced at the time — although rather unaware of the fact
and more by virtue of the attitude Schneider imparted to his lectures —
the very same as felt and elaborated by the people who were then renewing so-
cial psychology — both those who were bringing on the “crisis”, such as Ger-
gen, in the United States, or those producing alternatives, such as Moscovici,
in France — whose voices were still making themselves heard in Brazil,

Maurice Halbwachs (1950-2004) ~ the French sociologist who, although
“socialized” among us by way of J. Stoetzel’s 1976 manual, seems to have gone
unnoticed during the phase of North American hegemony in social psycholo-
gy — taught that the interaction between 2 country’s historical memory and the
personal memories of its citizens is of the utmost complexity. In that regard, it
seems important to recall the social, political and cultural climate that profes-
sors and students lived in at the time I have been describing. At the same time
as slogans like “it is forbidden to forbid” were reaching us from “May 68” on
the far side of the Atlantic, in Brazil everything was being forbidden, even the
full exercise of citizenship. Periods of political exception and repression are

known to tend to produce reactions in academic circles, with scientific pro-
duction taking new directions and resistance being expressed — for lack of any
other power — in ideas alone.

In that connection, it seems to me that our “years of lead” — however much
their sponsors may have wished for exactly the opposite ~ led in the end to an
effervescence of ideas and new concerns in the domain of the human and so-
cial sciences. While this was not so conspicuously apparent in the domain of
social psychology proper, my personal memories of my student days show that
at least some of the seeds of the major issue currently facing the discipline be-
gan to germinate at that time. That is the testimony that I intend to give now
by transcribing a passage of earlier recollections (S4, 2001, pp. 41-2);

were

Indeed, in the microcosm of Rio de Janeiro, Schneider simply brought together in his
classes anything and everything that might be important to helping very young, inex-
perienced students grasp the complexity of relations between psychological phenom-
ena, on the one hand, and social historical and cultural phenomena, on the other. That
is exactly what most exercises a good part of social psychology today, thirty years lat-
er, in order for it to define itself as a discipline that effectively participates and is influ-
ential in the larger domain of the human and social sciences.

Let me take advantage of that last transcription to introduce — and to pursue
for the rest of this paper ~ the current discussion of what destinies social psy-
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chologists aspire to for their discipline. Although different overall perspectives
do exist — «social psychology as a branch of psychology», «social psychology
as an interdisciplinary domain», «social psychology as an autonomous disci-
pline in the concert of the human and social sciences» —, here once again I shall
refer to my own background in social psychology, as an illustration of the ex-
tent to which the choices one makes may not fit neatly into the categories that
some insist on in mapping academic activities and production. Although a
great deal of what I studied and taught was hegemonic North American social
psychology, my masters and doctoral studies lay outside that tradition, because
although such social psychology is commonly said to be, or to have been, be-
haviorist this is only half the truth. Strictly speaking, it was always framed, like
nearly all cognitivism, by a methodological, mediational kind of behaviorism,
not by radical behaviorism. On the other hand, I was not exactly an experi-
mental behavior analyst, because I had never experimented with rats or pi-
geons in a “Skinner box”. Later, I discovered social representations and began
to explore them, because I believed this was a socio-cognitive approach very
close to Skinner’s explanation for the social formation of thinking, and that is
a conviction I continue to hold, although Moscovici has already disagreed with
it publicly at a symposium in Brazil in 1998.

In more specific terms, as regards the interrelation between behaviorism
and the theory of social representations, I had invested heavily in the explana-
tory possibilities of “verbal behavior”, to the point not just of applying myself
extensively to refuting Chomsky’s criticisms (54, 1982), but also giving promi-
nence in my doctoral dissertation to its role in the production of social count-
er-control. However, although persuaded that basically Skinner’s propositions
are appropriate for explanatory purposes, I felt they failed to take account of
the subtleties of social communication across the whole variety of everyday set-
tings. If there then had to be some potential compatibility with the approach
that would prove as much, I deemed to have found it in the proposition about
the social genesis of cognitive processes, which radical behaviorism sustained
in common with the theory of social representations. Another feature that
seemed common to me was what Brazilian philosopher, Bento Prado Jinior
(1981), identified as a “symptom of modernity” in Skinner: his lack of rigor in
establishing prior causes and his contenting himself with ascertaining regular-
ities inductively. As there was just as little rigor about the way Moscovici inau-
gurated the field of social representations, to my mind the two systems were
both “soft” by nature, which seemed, and seems, to me very appropriate to the

study of phenomena where spontaneity and chance are such important pres-
ences.
In the realm of social memory, practically all contemporary authors, in the
wake of the pioneering propositions of Halbwachs (2004) and Bartlett (1995),
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hold that the present needs and interests of persons and groups play an impor-
tant role in reconstruction of the past through memory. In that Connecti(f)n 1
acknowledge that my excursion into the past has been governed by preseilt
concerns surrounding not only relations among psychology, social psycholo

and t'he human and social sciences, but also the status of sc;cial psycholo i}l’
Brazﬂ in contrast with what I have called colonizing influences. In order tiyr

1ntr9duce that second concern, here I transcribe a passage from.a reminisce y
of six years ago, when I said — as T would say now — that: "

True, there is no Brazilian psychology as such, in the strict sense of Brazil’s havin

erated theoretical approaches or methodological strategies constituting a sub tg ge'ni
body of ac.adernic knowledge. Nonetheless, there are — and long have begen - B:ailijl?a
psychologists who have managed to give a specific, distinctive cast to their appropria::-1

tion and apphcatl()ll Of the()rles and me O other countt a1 'a O-
thOdS riginating in th
) g g C ntries (S C

In thlS: connection, for purposes of illustration and specifically in the domai
of soc_1al psychology, let me offer what seems a timely reminder that the c o
tr1but10n§ from the theory of social representations reached Brazil in the lort)-
1970s — with the translation of the first part of Serge Moscovici’s book La i (?
c.bana{y'se, son image et son public - and in the early 8os — with Denise ]odefet%)
first visits to Latin America. The account of the two decades when this latt :
a'uthor' promoted and accompanied the development of the social repres nter
t10n§ field in Brazil have now been published (Jodelet, 2005). Amon pm fnoa;
cherished memories of this period is the generous preface Jodelet \%vroi’e toS
book o,f mine (84, 1998) — which included a presentation of Brazilian c012l
gzralgue(s:1 co}?tributions to social representations research —, in which she ex:
essed «the sensation i i i i ili
e b s domaim:)(fp\.vllgr)l'essmg the formation of a veritable Brazilian
Indeed - not only in this specific field, but in other domains of social psy-
Ell])ology too — Brazilian scientific research has characteristically made usg Zf
Ofe;)lrleAs, met'hods and techniques de'velf)ped in other countries, on the far side
the t!antlc 'and to the north of this side, often adapting them very freely, in
Ozider to investigate a wide variety of problems to which such theories, mz,th-
;)o Z ;gjntzgl;uiujz Werle not originally directed. These appropriations, but al-
Lo expan and developments, mean ’that we have a characteristically Brazil-
social psychology that is plural, critical and averse to rigid boundaries be-

o T . .
mee;:tn disciplines. To my way of thinking, that is no minor academic achieve-
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Contextualizing Social Psychology in Portugal

by Jorge Correia Jesuino™

Social Psychology in Portugal, like other social sciences has a brief past, starting to de-
velop and acquire salience only after the change of regime and with the introduction
of a political democracy. Joining the European Union in 1986 also greatly contributed
to overcome the traditional isolation of the country and to multiply the links with the
international scientific communities. Following a long tradition and being a Latin
country, the influence of cultural French trends with social sciences is still salient in
Portugal but namely in sociology, it tends, to be replaced by the Indigenous-American
models centered either on experimentalism or functionalism. The relatively new qual-
itative field of social representations, in part due to the “habits of the heart” and to its
extraordinary expansion in Brazil and other Latin-American countries, has con-
tributed to the development of a consistent sub-community to which many Portuguese
researchers are attached. International contacts, in spite of the distances, became now
easier through the means of Internet, and also through the access to practically every
scientific articles, something unimaginable 20 years ago. To marginal communities
such as the Portuguese social scientists, these developments opened up new possibili-
ties for the new generations of researchers who, let us hope, will be rapidly able to over-
come their former predecessors.

Key words: social psychology, Portugal, social representations.

As argued above, Social Psychology in Portugal has a brief past. This is partly
due to the political context that prevented the development of social sciences
such as psychology and sociology.

It was only after the Revolution of 1974, which put an end to the authori-
tarian regime that ruled in Portugal since 1926, that institutions were deeply
transformed and modernized. Social sciences, among them psychology, were
introduced into public Portuguese universities only in 1976. But, to invoke the
famous statement of Ebbinghaus, we can trace a longer past of the teaching of
psychology in Portugal, namely as part of the higher course of Philosophy at
the University, or at the level of the final years at high school. Moreover, since
1965, a private high Institute of Applied Psychology (1spa) has been operating

* 1sCTE, Lisbon.
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in Lisbon, and even at present it continues to be one of the most productive
centers in terms of teaching as well as in terms of research.

Excursus

The “Estado Novo” (New State) that ruled in Portugal under the dictatorship of
Salazar (1933-68) and Caetano (1968-74) actively promoted the ideal of “national re-
generation” which attempted to restore a sense of national pride, mostly grounded
on the remains of the Portuguese empire. A famous triptych pervading the nation-
alistic propaganda at the time was: “God, Fatherland and Family”. It is far from
sure that the Portuguese societal culture succeeded in internalizing this ideology,
which was in many ways similar to European fascist countries like Italy and Ger-
many. But it certainly succeeded in isolating and alienating the Portuguese from the
rest of the world, hence preventing them from developing close links of collective
association. In 1974, the revolution led by military put an end to a regime dictator-
ship lasting 48 years and paved the way for Portugal integration in the democratic
world.

The Revolution of Carnations launched another famous triptych: “Decoloniza-
tion, Democratization and Development”. Essentially this program has now been
accomplished, although the enormous handicap at the outset still places Portugal at
the tail of the most developed world. Leaders and leadership, both on the political
scene and in the multiple organisms of civil society, are central to this process of
change and development. Their role and their salience depend on the specific fea-
tures of the situations they face, and their style is to a great extent shaped by the so-
cietal and organizational context within which they operate.

Psychology at the university level before 1976 was also part of the curriculum
of Philosophy, although limited to two disciplines, mostly focused on psycho-
metrics of intelligence and personality, applied to education. Medical doctors
and especially psychiatrists also had some training in psychological evaluation.
This shows that the French tradition of the medical-philosopher still had a
deep influence on Portuguese scholars.
1sPA, the private higher school of psychology, initiated its activity with the
aim of professional training, required not only by educational institutions but
also by the world of work and the practice of selection procedures. The organ-
ization of the courses followed the traditional format of 3 years of a common
ground followed by two years of specialization in education, clinical and so-
cial and organizational psychology.
Since 1976 onwards the same structure came to be adopted by the public
Universities of Lisboa, Coimbra and Oporto. But as a discipline, either gener-
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al or social/organizational psychology, were incorporated in a number of high-
er courses, such as in health, work, organizational and social studies. This lged
many ;;lcademics to pursue their training abroad in other European Universi-
It;zs;k‘;,ble;e they got their Ph.D. The progress within the field since then is re-
Starting ir%itially with four private courses (one private and three public)
we now have in Portugal 39 higher courses. The number of psychologists ac-’
cording to recent estimates, amounts to circa 15.000. The majority of stud’ents
that select psychology are females (a trend also observed everywhere) who
us_ually, prefer the branch of clinical psychology notwithstanding the problem-,
atic perspectives of future employment. Social psychology, in its applied de-
veloprnent of work and organizational psychology, also attracts many students
offering more opportunities of employment, such as consultants or human re-’
sources managers. However, as the profession is not yet duly regulated in Por-
tugal, work and organizational psychologists complain about the “unfair”

competition with other social scienti iologi
sts, such as sociologists, an i
or even lawyers. , gists, anthropologiss

I
Social Psychology

Work and organizational psychology, due to its applied character, has has be-
come much better developed in Portugal than its discipline of <;rigin social
psychology, which could also be considered as a branch or application ;)f gen-
Eral psychology. This raises interesting epistemological questions that will not
be addressed herf:, yet which give the opportunity to refer to the recent book
ly Serge Mosc9v1c1 and Ivana Markova The making of modern social psycho-
ogy (2“006), wh.lch analyzes this complex episodes related to the construction
of an Intle.rnatl(.)nal Social Science”. According to the authors there are two
main traditions in modern social psychology. On the one hand the discipline
that.c?lme to develop after the second world war — the Indigenous-American
tradlt'lon —and on the other hand the Euro-American tradition. This new view
contributes to spanning the boundaries across the Atlantic instead of two sep-
arate and mutually exclusive orientations, -
IOWZ;(:hreoi:a?}cl l.the I?rrléerlcan S(?cial psychologists, especially those that fol-
oy e L fn% of Kurt Lew'ln, was actually decisive for the creation of a
s et Xt : 1I1<ropean s.oc1al psychologists, most of them dispersed in
o Somt >(<1ts. }111rt Lewn was a German Jewish scholar who, like many
o Un,ited ggt te }fo the United States of America during the Nazi regime. In
e ates he exerted an enormous influence in the development of the
scipline of social psychology but also initiated a new paradigm not in line
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with the indigenous tradition that embedded the social within the general psy-
chology. After his premature death in 1947 — two years after the end of the war
_ his work continued with prominent figures such as Festinger, Schachter,
Deutsch and Kelley.

But the enthusiasm with the Lewinian group dynamics in the United
States, apart from those loyal disciples, declined, and was replaced by a renew-
al of the study of attitudes which, since Allport, was considered as the theme
of excellence within social psychology. In the malevolent words of McGuire

as the group-dynamics interest waned in the United States during the 1950s, its Lewin-
ian promoters were seized by a missionary fervor to find European markets to which
to export their insights [...]. Thus, the declining Lewinian movement gained uncon-

tested control of funding sources for foreign proselytizing, mainly channeled through
d the Social Research Coun-

Us private-sector agencies such as the Ford Foundation an
cil (the latter was particularly prone to domination by narrow factions) and through

the us Office of Naval Research (McGuire, 1986, pp- 96-7).

According to McGuire still in the late 1960, many European Social psycholo-
gists became «disenchanted with the obsolescent models that had been foist-
ed upon them» while a number of others «endeavored in the 1965 to 1985 pe-
riod to promote a more distinctively European Social psychology, forged out
of everything from a Marxist-Leninist historical materialism to a Durkheimi-
an collective representational idealism» (Israel, Tajfel, 1972).

Although somewhat reductive, this view helps to understand the split
amongst European social psychologists, a majority of them coming to be more
attracted by the international hegemony exerted by the Indigenous-American
paradigm based on the positivist philosophy and on the experimentalist
methodology. This trend can be clearly observed in the evolution of “The Eu-
ropean Journal of Social Psychology” which seems to have adopted the Jour-
nal of Social and Personality Psychology as its benchmark.

Within the short story of academic social psychology in Portugal such
trends and watersheds can also be observed. Some of our senior academics
such as Pina Prata, Jorge Vala; Maria Benedita Monteito, obtained their Ph.D.
in the Catholic University of Louvain while Gouveia Pereira, a psychiatrist,
was awarded his Ph.D. in the United States at the Brandeis University.

Language and culture are important factors to understand the variety of
traditions in social psychology.

French culture always had an enormous influence on Portuguese educa-
tional institutions, French, for the former generations, was the main foreign
language to be learned, a tradition which rapidly declined after 1980. At pres-

ent most of the young students are familiar with English, rejecting, as a rule,
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Frf.:nch. This can, in part, explain the greater popularity if not legitimac
qul.red by the (Euro)-American paradigm that meanwhile tends to%becomz tahC
mainstream in western Anglo-Saxon and Nordic European cultures. A g
prestigious scholars, such as Serge Moscovici, although widely reco, niz’ dlll)
his seminal (fontributions to experimental social psychology, had noé:‘_ : hy
same entbusmsm with his theory of social representations , mehe
Also in Portugal, cultural and linguistic traditions ident'ical to those in oth
Eurqpean countries, can be observed. Academics tend to pursue the main ) gr
acquired f1r.st in international centers, and only more recently also i h“;;’ S
tuguese Universities, which meanwhile succeeded in develophf theiin h com.
ptetggces. ISCTE f(Higher Institute of Work and Entrepreneurial S%:ience:)\vwzs 22-
ated in 1972, a few years before the Revolution. It was integrated i i —
form of Higher Studies in Portugal, leadin ton of new universities in
order to train students for new ergne;gent pfotzez}slizzrs??s;:r:ifcﬁ:;lrﬁlzerSItles .
In 1972, tbe Institute was running courses in management socio?(%emenz
;Z;)?}?é?g:g“,}'}l'}clh inclfuded disciplines in the field of social and’ organizfzi;?al
hology. The professors recruited at that time came mainly from the Uni
versity in Louvain-la-Neuve. This was the fir : demic
social psychology in Portugal both in terms c;[ tr:el;ileilrllsgt;)nfgsrteesre:l}rlehacademm
. In 1980 these professors organized a meeting in Lisbon with \:r ll kn
f1g%u.*es including social psychologists Henri Tajfel, Wilhem Doisee]- s,
Philipe Leyens and the sociologist Michel Crozier. :I'he meetin w};i icques_
real breakthrough as such, contributed for furthering new cogr;tact y Zas :
;eoz::ri:}f IElroghrains ir; the c)ontext of the European Association of Expesr?nrieni;
‘ sychology (EAESP). The regular presence i
ogists on the General Meetings as%ve]l az on the lgefslt)-o\)r(;;ls%l;\jlseeetsizaal ?S}};C}X)l-
sociation greatly contributed to expand the network of the em ot comme,
nity of social psychologists. craent comme
- l\gleanl;vhlle, the ISCTE also started to create new courses and curricula, to
nec‘lvu re the capacity to run doctoral programs from 1990 onwards. One of the
oy }cl:gg;;s \:’(1)1 IIZE implemented was Fhe degree; in Social and Organizational
Deychol , W was some\x{hat unique within the European context. The
; etlying epistemology was linked to the claim of the autonomy of the disci-
si Sl?e, instead (?f Fhe gsual model that considered the social psychology as a di-
' on or specl.ahza.tl'on of the general psychology. With the recent Bologna
: egrrrcleeor;lte}rllésf,i iltli }?ngmal pol;cy had to be altered, adapting to the current pat-
torn of t .al'ree.yea.rs o zg.,enerzll psych.ology and reserving the second cy-
e specialization in social and organizational psychology. Neverthel
some of the distinctiveness of the degree was preserved e
e In other PoFtuguese hi‘gher institutiqns, Social Psychology did not acquire
same prominence, which however did not prevent younger second gener-
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ation talents from other Universities to become internationally recognized.
This is the case with José Marques, from the University of Oporto or Leonel
Garcia Marques, from the University of Lisbon. The training of the Por-
tuguese social psychologists benefited to great extent from the initiative devel-
oped by the Social Science Research Council (ssrc) — (see the detailed descrip-
tion in the book of Serge Moscovici and Ivana Markova), in organizing sum-
mer schools and a number of dedicated meetings around thematic topics: One
of those meetings, in 1986 took place in Evora, Portugal, and was attended by
Portuguese as well as other foreign students. Beyond the learning of methods
and theories, those meetings also contributed to reinforce the network links
and to create an international scientific community.

The development of social psychology in Portugal also led to further dif-
ferentiation within the field. Arguably the most evident, is the differentiation
between social and organizational psychology, the latter being much more ori-
ented to the American paradigm of Organizational Behavior (oB). Academic
social psychologists tend to look at rganizational psychology as the field of
practitioners, limited as they are to the correlational instead the more digni-
fied correlational paradigm. However, it is worth mentioning that it was in this
otganizational context that the Lewinian tradition of group dynamics was pur-
sued giving rise to important theoretical and practical outcomes.

Another field of research that acquired some kind of an autonomy is envi-
ronmental psychology, the origin of which can also be traced to the seminal
work of Kurt Lewin. In 1986 was a meeting organized in Lisbon with the am-
bitious aim of proposing a new interdisciplinary field — Environmental Social
Psychology (Canter, Jesuino, Soczka, Stephenson, 1986) however, apparently,
with no significant consequences. This could partly be due to the fact that en-
vironmental psychology, at least for some of his scholars, renegade its affilia-
tion with the former matrix of social psychology.

Beyond these more specialized fields, much of the research in social psy-
chology in Portugal, with the few exceptions of colleagues especially focused
on hard cognition, is triggered by social issues such as immigration, health and

education.

2
Social Representations

The social representations movement initiated in France with the influential
work of Serge Moscovici Psychoanalysis, its image and its public, and it is still
in France that the further developments and refinements have taken place.
The theory has met substantial resistance, giving rise to well known debates
that also contributed to conceptual clarifications. Since the beginning, the the-
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ory of social representations has been a grand theory as a meta-theory or a re-
search program. This means that it does not consist in a specific set of concepts
from which precise consequences could be predicted and validated. Rather it
is a broad conceptual framework aimed at explaining the processes of making
sense that take place in social and societal contexts. As such it is not always
easy and maybe not even desirable to establish frontiers delimiting what could
be legitimately claimed as pertaining to the SRT.

During 40 years and notwithstanding the handicap of the decline of Freud
Language, the sgT became well known, accepted and practiced not only in the
Francophone cultural space but also in the Anglo-Saxon world that meanwhile
became the lingua franca of the international community of social psychology.
The corpus of scholarship productions in the field of SRT has now more signif-
icant titles in English than in French or in other languages.

The srT has also attracted a considerable audience and acceptance in Latin
countries, both in Europe and South America.

Considering the work of Moscovici and Markova (2006), it is evident that
the Transnational Committee also established contacts with Latin American
scholars such as Garcia-Bouza (Argentina) and Aroldo Rodrigues (Brazil).
More consequent were the direct links with Paris and Aix, either attending
post-graduate programs or developing joint research programs made Trs well
known. It was Denise Jodelet, not the Portuguese that (re)discovered Brazil.
Although sharing the same language, there were no regular contacts between
Brazilian and Portuguese social or even general psychologists. Cooperation
was restricted to other branches such as history, sociology and humanities.
Thanks to the mediation of the skt French scholars, the Portuguese social psy-
chologists established contacts with their Brazilian colleagues, such as Celso
de Sa, from the University of Rio de Janeiro (UER)), who organized the second
international conference on social representations in Rio de Janeiro in 1994.

Since then regular international conferences took place every two years, al-
ternating between a European and an American location. Stimulated by those
meetings and encounters, the Portuguese speaking production on ST has
grown exponentially, and some of that research has been jointly conducted by
colleagues from both sides of the Atlantic. The interchange between Brazilian
and Portuguese colleagues became a routine, contributing to the visibility of
our scientific community.

One of the most interesting programs, conducted under the funding of the
respective national governmental agencies, was focused on the social memory
of the discovery of Brazil in 1500, five centuries later, in 2000. The idea was pro-
posed by Celso de S4, following a line of research initially launched by Denise

Jodelet, that has given rise to a growing interest of scholars about topics relat-
ed with salient political events.
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Simultaneously, but also converging with this movement across the At-
lantic, a special mention must be addressed to Annamaria de Rosa, who suc-
ceed in launching an European Ph.D. on Social Representations and Commu-
nication (http://www.europhd.eu), recognized at the level of European insti-
tutions, which has certainly contributed to attract new members to this com-
munity, mostly from Mediterranean and Eastern European countries but also
from Northern Europe.

Within this program, Annual International Summer Schools have been sys-
tematically organized, first on various locations, one of them in Lisbon, but
since 1999 in Rome, where all the facilities, documents, and archives are con-
centrated at the European Ph.D. on Social Representations and Communica-
tion Research Centre and Multimedia Lab. Those summer schools, which are
regularly attended by foreign students including Portuguese, have become
meeting points contributing to the expansion of the skt network across the five
continents.

Closely linked with the European Ph.D., a THEmatic NETwork of research
sponsored and supported by European Commission was also developed by
Annamaria de Rosa, permitting to enlarge the international contacts and
launch new joint research programs (http://www.europhd.eu/So.Re.Com.
THEmaticNETwork).

The links between European centers and Latin American students and
scholars have given rise to a kind of institutionalization of sk, which became
an example of a collective theoretical construction, with a growing corpus of
contributions. Social issues such as economic systems, work, new technolo-
gies, unemployment issues, market, consumptions habits, money, entrepre-
neurship can be viewed as powerful attractors for st studies. Crucial are also
the topics of social conflicts and social power involving inter-group relations,
e.g. gender and social minority groups, leading to discrimination, exclusion
and racism, as well as issues related to professional identities. E.g. to that of
teachers, psychologists, nurses and managers. All these topics, and the list is
far from being exhaustive, are common in the agenda of Portuguese young re-
searchers however, in most cases, it is difficult to identify specific national pref-
erences, considering that researchers are often organized in tightly connected
networks of “invisible colleges”.

Central to the SRT are moreover the scientific and technical theories that
constituted the inaugural paradigm introduced by Moscovici, which, is still
one of the most promising area for both consolidating and enlarging the SRT.
In this field, too, there has been a close cooperation between Brazilian and

Portuguese colleagues.
Social studies of science, sociology of the scientific knowledge as well as

public understanding of science are now overlapping subjects alongside with
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aiseif;ssrglfazzi ftrc; E?Xir;)[?n;inttﬁle a:;d ptibhc hialtg" and are becoming complex
traditional roles of scientists, polit;?iimlsn;:dt l: 1StmlC o is betwe'en e
Such international research networks are also , pe'CI;p e efomne lurc:
of cross-cultural and cross-disciplinary studiezorcltrl 'l(litm'g ek o opment
ous researchers involved, man Tt with the cor b onY the vart
versity of their theoretical baci;fot:rfi fjlr:;l;fl;izlthf - SILT, e ipo the di
biotechnology to the “soft science” s, The
mon sense” has been altered. The
global, more intertwined, the tradi
mains of competence are challeng
This also means that new represen
multiple societal exchanges. It cou
of social representations.

! “hard science”
discourse analysis. The meaning of “com-
world has become rather complex, more
tional boundaries protecting clear—c’ut do-
ed. and the actors are raising their voices,
tations are emerging and are mediating the
Id be argued that we are entering a new era
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Social Psychology in Italian Scientific Journals
(1875-1954). Reconstruction
of a Representational Pathway

by Gilda Sensales*

The present article can be set in the constantly growing interest of the Italian social
psychologists for the historical reconstructions of their discipline. It is part of a wider
project dealing with the birth of Italian and international social psychology. The theo-
retical frame is related both with the tradition of “New History” and with that of the
social representations, in this case with particular reference to those representational
processes operating in the scientific-institutional field such as the one referable to the
specialized journals. The historical analysis deals with the early representations of the
Italian Social Psychology (sp) elaborated and put forward by the main Italian scientif-
ic journals, with a particular attention to the ones dealing with social sciences. We have
examined five journals published between 1875 and 1954, a year that represents, for var-
ious reasons, a watershed in the history of sp (suffice it to mention the First Italian Con-
gress of sp). We have examined 1.375 texts dealing with the various forms of social and
collective history. We have applied on them a grid of content analysis whose data have
been transcribed on a numerical file. At the same time, we have set up a textual file
containing the title of the contribution, together with the names of the reviewed au-
thors and scholars. The two files have been then put through a correspondence analy-
sis of with the use of the sPAD-T. The lexical data have been considered active variables,
while category variables have been considered illustrative variables. The statistic elab-
oration has dealt with 6.552 words, 2.519 of which are distinct. Through the scree-test,
2 factors that explain the 3. 96% of the variance have been singled out. Their combina-
tion has produced a factorial plan able to highlight three distinct areas. The first, deal-
ing with the early period (1875-189), is focused upon pathology area; the second, deal-
ing with the period that goes from 1896 t0 1923, shows the variety and diversification of
psychology, with a centrality of collective, folk and social psychology; the third, deal-
ing with the period that goes from 1924 to 1954, hints at a falling back on psychiatry.
The outcomes are also discussed with regard to those of a previous inquiry centered
on “Rivista di Psicologia” (“Psychological Journal”). Sub-theme: Social Representation
and the History of the discipline: the roots of Social Psychology with respect to other
social sciences.

Key words: history of Italian social psychology, lexical analysis, content analysis.
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I
Introduction

The present study can be set in the increasingly growing attention of the Ttal-
ian social psychologists for the historical reconstructions of their discipline
(cf., in Italy, Mucchi Faina, 1998; 2000; 2002; Sensales, 1999; 2002; 2004; 20072;
2007b; 2008; Sensales, Pisilli, 2005; Volpato, 20003; 2000b; 2001).

It represents a proposal of history “from the inside” that pays attention to
the context, which is the real antidote to any “presentist” representations of
the past (cf. Danziger, 1994; 1997; Apfelbaum, 1992), being aware that the his-
tory of a discipline is also a contribution for the definition of its identity (cf.
Graumann, 1988; 1995; Farr, 1996).

The theoretical frame is twofold: on the one hand, it makes reference to
the perspective of “New History” (cf. Furumoto, 1989; Harris, 1997; Samelson,
1999), that was ushered in social psychology as from the second half of the 7os
through the evocation, ascribable to the definition of “New History” itself, of
the approach developed by Marc Bloch, the founder of the current of the “An-
nales”. This approach had a revolutionary impact on the traditional, linear and
continuist history and became a fundamental point of reference of the differ-
ent historiographical fields (for the most recent contributions of this “new his-
tory” in social psychology cf. the special issues of “Canadian Psychology”,
published in 1992, and of the “Journal of the History of the Behavioral Sci-
ences”, published in 2000 and the more recent books of Moscovici and Marko-
va, 2006 and of Jahoda, 2007; for a first reconstruction of the concept cf. Sen-
sales, 2007b). The other theoretical reference deals with the tradition of the so-
cial representations, with a specific attention to those representational
processes operating in the institutional field, as for example that referable to
the scientific journals. It is a somehow heterodox reference since it assumes
that those processes can become active not only in the common sense, but al-

so in the scientific discourse, above all in those situations where the referring
scientific community, as for example social psychology in the first half of the
19™ century, lacks a definite institutional order. In fact, in such situations, it is
possible to assume that the emerging new perspective has led to some simpli-
fying reactions of acceptance/refusal and of identity negotiation. In both cas-
es, to reactions that can be traced to some real representational processes that
are apt at intervening in the disciplinary foundation and at conditioning it.
So, the historical analysis will deal with the early representations of the Ital-
ian social psychology that have been elaborated and put forward on the main
Italian journals dedicated to social sciences.
In this first section, the definitions of social psychology and some of its ar-
ticulations contained in the Dictionary of philosophy and psychology edited by
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Baldwin (1901-05), will be illustrated. Successively, some outcomes of a previ-
ous investigation focused on “Rivista di Psicologia” (“Journal of Psychology”)
(cf. Sensales, Pisilli, 2005; Sensales, 2008) from 1905, the year of its foundation
to 1952, will be illustrated. They will represent a possible comparative framé
with respect to what has been achieved in the analysis illustrated in the section
dealing with the results and will be taken into consideration again in the sec-
tions dealing with the discussion and the conclusions.

The. inquiry here presented, as the one previously mentioned, is explorato-
ry and it is part of a wider projects aimed at delineating some of the most im-
portant phases of the formation pathway of social psychology, both at nation-
al an)d international levels (Sensales, 2002; 2004; 2007a; 2008; Sensales, Pisilli,
2005).

Within this project, some preliminary studies have been carried out. They
hgv‘e dealt both with the Italian forerunners of the discipline, through the in-
dividuation of the four authors who, in a more or less explicit way, first devot-
ed some texts to social psychology, and with the role played by social psychol-
ogy in the early international congresses (from 1 to vi) and in the first two Ital-
ian congresses (cf. Sensales, 2002); on the contrary, the investigation concern-
ing the other Italian and international congresses, up to 1954, is still under way.

1954 has been chosen as a watershed year since it corresponds to four im-'
portant events: at international level it was the year of the publication of the
se.cond great “handbook” of social psychology that, to the mind of its editor
Lindzey, and of the author of the first chapter dedicated to history, Gordor;
Allport, should move away from the previous handbook, published in 1935 and
ed%ted by Murchison, sanctioning in this way the establishment of a new par-
adigm (in this perspective, cf. Kuhn, 1962, for the role played by the hand-
b}(zoks) for social psychology, in its passage from a pre-scientific to a scientific
phase.

N _Moreover, 1954 is also the year when the discipline acquired a sudden vis-

ibility in Italy thanks to: '

L ”ljhe foundation of a journal dedicated to social psychology with an inser-

tion in the previously existing “Archivio Italiano di Psicologia Generale e del

ano.ro” (“Italian Archive of General and Occupational Psychology”). The
Rivista di Psicologia Sociale e Archivio Italiano di Psicologia Generale e del

Lavox.‘o” was published with this title until 1975 and then became “Psicologia

e Societa” “(Psychology and Society”);

2;}1 The first Italian Congress of Social Psychology (sp), held in Turin on st and

6" June and representing the real institutional debut of the discipline;

3. Thex Congress of Italian Psychologists held in Chianciano (Siena), on 1o

and i October, with the first section entirely dealing with social psyc,hology

The three events were all characterized by the presence of Angiola Masuc:
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cio Costa who actively tried to promote the discipline; in one case she con-
tributed to the birth of the new journal, in another she edited the proceedings
of the first Congress, in another more she presided over the section of social
psychology. The important role played by this scholar, who was also commit-
ted with the cultural policies of the Italian Communist Party and who intro-
duced Soviet psychology in Italy, has been probably one of the main causes of
the marginality of the Italian contribution to the foundation of the “European
Association of Experimental Social Psychology” that, set up under the patron-
age of the American government, saw the only participation of the Neapolitan
psychologist Gustavo lacono (cf. Graumann, 1999) as the result of a possible
censorship, more or less explicit, towards a social psychology that appeared to
be too “aligned” with a Marxist culture and with those countries of the so-
called “State Socialism” that represented the new enemy to fight against and
to censure (cf. Sensales, 2007a).

However, in returning to the founders of the discipline, our reconstruction
(Sensales, 2002) has given prominence to the works of: Carlo Cattaneo (1801-
1869), with his lessons on the Psychology of the associated minds (Cattaneo,
1859-63; cf. Doise, 1983); Paolo Orano (1875-1945), the author of the first Italian
book dedicated to social psychology (Orano, 1902; cf. Pepitone, 1981), that was
actually a collection of previously published articles; Andrea Cappellazzi (1854-
1932), the author of a small book that was published anonymously and that was
attributed to him thanks to the cross control of the works mentioned in it and
published by its author (Cappellazzi, 1907; cf. Sensales, 2002); finally,
Gualtiero Sarfatti (1878-1953), who also published a small tome dedicated to So-
cial psychology (Sarfatti, 1911). This latter can be somehow considered the real
starting point of the Italian tradition of social psychology (cf. Sensales, 2002).

Without lingering in a long description of the different social psychologies
proposed by the previously mentioned authors, it’s nevertheless important to
stress that each of them went back to a specific tradition that was able to high-
light the problematic boundaries of the discipline and its contradictory epis-
temological statute as well.

So, Carlo Cattaneo’s proto-social psychology, which even Giovanni Gen-
tile dedicated some pages to in his text on the Ttalian positivists, showed a pos-
itivist vocation of intent but seemed also to anticipate Wundtian Volkerpsy-
chologie. It was, with Vico’s studies, an important point of reference for the
Ttalian scholars of social psychology up to the first twenty years of the 19 cen-
tury.

Paolo Orano — a scholar and a journalist whose early Socialist faith were
successively replaced by his militancy in the Fascist Party (cf. Doise, 1986) and
who also took on relevant assignments, in fact he was professor of history of
journalism and Rector of the University of Perugia (in fact the university of fas-
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cist elites) — carried on the positivist tradition but embraced an approach that
was 50 clearly tied to collective psychology as to getting to the point of sup-
porting the primacy of sociology. His interest for social psychology was any-
way largely limited to the 1902 text.

Andrea Cappellazzi, a Lombard and Thomist priest, clearly detached him-
self from the two interpretations of social psychology that have been illustrat-
ed so far. He promoted a point of view that was cleatly favorable to metaphysic
and, broadly speaking, to philosophy.

Finally, Gualtiero Sarfatti proposed a social psychology that confronted
positively the Volkerpsychologie deriving from Wundt (cf. Sarfatti, 1911, p. 29)
but that in his case was also clearly associated to individual psychology (,cf. Sarj
fatti, 1912). In fact, he showed a clear vocation for some scientific and experi-
fnental methods, as well as for the applicative aspects (in particular in the mil-
itary field, since he had served as a regular in the army), that led him, at the
end c?f the 11 World War, to deal systematically with group psycholc;gy (cf.
Marzi, 1954), to teach social psychology at the University Study Center of Flo-
rence and to edit, in 1951, the Italian edition of Otto Friedman’s Introduction
to social psychology. In introducing the text, Sarfatti, going on with what he
had said in occasion of the distant 11 Congress of the Italian psychologists (Sat-
fatti,.lgls), lamented «the shortage of scholars of social psychology», affirming
that it was caused mainly by «the fact that this field of psychology was born

badly» since «it was born without a regular civil state, being the son of both
psychology and sociology». The «scholars of these two disciplines have con-
tended with each other with social psychology but they have successively neg-
lected or even deserted it in order not to annoy one another and also because
of mistrust» (Sarfatti, 1951, p. 5).

His arguments went on by saying that «the numerous volumes of social
psychology published in the United States can be divided into two categories:
Fhose with a psychological or psychoanalytical base and those with a sociolog-
1§a1 base», in order to specify how Friedman’s text tries to explain both tradi-
tions.

T‘his. pathway of social psychology, characterized by a constant research of
the disciplinary boundaries, is nevertheless common to the beginnings of oth-
er psychological sciences that, unlike social psychology, but with the same de-
te.rmmation, tried to free themselves from some awkward twinning such as that
with philosophy, on the one hand, and those with medicine and psychiatry on
the other; social psychology had to confront sociology as well. So, for exam-
ple, the “Rivista Italiana di Sociologia” (“Italian Journal of Sociolog,y”) was the
only European journal with a section dealing with social psychology that was
entlrel.y devoted to collective psychology and crowd psychology.

It is just this predominant reference to collective psychology and crowd
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psychology that allows us to highlight one of the first characterizations of so-
cial psychology, the Italian one as well as the European one.

Moreover, this double bond with psychology on the one hand, and sociol-

ogy on the other hand, had been clearly made internationally visible in 1908
with the publication of two texts: William McDougall’s Introduction to social
psychology and Edwards Ross” Social psychology that were announced or re-
viewed on “Rivista di Sociologia”, while “Rivista di Psicologia” presented Mc-
Dougall’s text only in 1909. This text, grounded on the theory of the instincts,
was the leading text of the individual-centric or psychological tradition, while
Ross’ text, which was presented as a summary of the European crowd psychol-
ogy, was the leading text of the socio-centric and the sociological ones. There
is, on the contrary, no mention in them of the Wundtian Volkerpsychologie
that was destined to play a secondary role in the international panorama of so-
cial psychology (cf. Danzinger, 1979; 1983; 200r1; Farr, 1983; 1996; Greenwood,
2004). Nevertheless, some Italian scholars devoted themselves to it and, in
1929, published a translation from the German, edited by Ettore Anchieri, of
the summary, written by Wundt himself in 1912, of his impressive work, whose
publication was completed with the 10 volume in 1920.

However, if we go back to the division between collective psychology and
social psychology, it is worth mentioning the completely original role played
by the Italian collective psychology that descended directly from the interna-
tionally renown Italian school of criminology. Suffice to mention the pioneer
works of Sighele, which were unfortunately neglected for a relatively long time
in the historiographical field too, or the fame acquired by Le Bon, who got to
the point of publishing his text of crowd psychology just after the first text
published by Sighele himself.

As elsewhere pointed out (Sensales, 2005; 2007a), this kind of psychology,
in spite of the Socialist inspiration of some of its initiators, is one of the early
forms of political psychology; this was established to meet the demands,
emerged in the ruling elites of the mid-nineteenth century, of normalization
and control of a worrying social reality in which a growing multitude of peo-
ple asked for the right to citizenship. Collective psychology fulfilled these re-
quirements even though there were two coexisting souls within it: an ideolog-
ically conservative one and a socialist one. The latter, through the work of
Pasquale Rossi, aimed at contrasting the so-called “prejudice against the
crowds” and to oppose the crimination of the crowds with the Enlightenment
project of their possible “educability” intended as a political strategy of social
change.

As shown below, these themes are shortly treated on “Rivista di Psicolo-
gia” that, it’s necessary to underline it, was first published in the same year of
Pasquale Rossi’s death. In fact, he was able to take part, in 1905, to the v Inter-
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natlon.al Congress of Psychology with six memoirs (cf. De Sanctis, 1905: C
nacc%‘noliZ Spadafora, 2000; Sensales, 2002), the first of which dez;lir? i;dtl?r-
new spclo-psychic” discipline defined “demopedia”, precisely devotegd to thz1
education of the crowd (Rossi, 190s; cf. Sensales, 2002). In September, Rossi’
death close'd‘ the door on this kind of interpretations, even though a i)osthu?
mous re.-edltlon, in 1909, of the work L'anim0 dells folla (The soul of the crowd)
had again put him at the center of the debate of the social sciences of the time
However, if we return to the discourse concerning the identity of sociai
psychology, we can remind the reader how the early years of the 20™ centuy
were characterized by some processes we can define of “negotiation” of its diry
clphnary boundaries. There’s a clear mention of this in the extraordinar ansci
still uneql.lalled, Dictionary of philosophy and psychology, edited by Bai’iwin
(1901-0.5), in collaboration with some scholars coming from different Europe
countries (Italy was represented by Morselli, Tosti and Villa). pesn
If we look at the way in which the entries “Social Psychology”, “Collective
Psyc‘l‘]ology”, “Folk Psychology”, “Race Psychology”, “Crowd l,jsycholo ?
and Mob'Psychology”, are illustrated we can realize the extreme indeﬁn?t};:-
ness (?f their identity. Moreover, since the definitions they outline can illustrate
the different groundings of the early representational processes, we think it’s
proper to quote them here in succession in their entirety. So, as f,or social psy-
chology, we can find the tollowing definition: , o

S_oaal Psychology: Ger. soziale psychologie; Fr. psychologie sociale; Ital. psicologia so-
ciale. That c‘iepartment of psychology which treats of the individu;l mind withgr f
ence to the implication of other minds in its functions and development o
Social psy-rchology is, on this definition, a more or less arbitrary division o.f eneral ps
Chqlogy; its r_naterial being taken from the larger body of data, and its progi)lem bfiny—
1to find what is capable, on adequate analysis, of being so treated. This i however, on{iy
y one of the current definitions; the scope of social psychology is mucl’l disc ,d i
re_latlon to SOCIOLOGY (q. v.) and ETHICS (q. v.). o
iﬁﬁra}t{:‘r,e: w?;kss )on SOCIOLOGY (q. v.); G. Tosti, Social Psychol. and Sociol., in Psy-
Socié,l Oa,n V. I; 9). %def’ WOI‘H'IS, Psychologie individuelle et collective, Rev. Int. de
pocio .l 5 9? ; Baldwin, Social and Eth. Interpret. (11 ed., 1902); Tarde, Etudes de
sychol. sociale; L'Opinion et la Foule (1901); and La Psychol. €conomique (1901);

Sighele, La Foule crimi i, Psi
iy GZ.IF_ So.). e criminelle (Fr. trans., i ed., 1900); P. Rossi, Psicol. collettiva (1901)

I . « :
t(I)l :he Fhftlonary, the”entry' collective psychology” refers the reader directly
social psychology”, while the entry “folk psychology” is illustrated as fol-

lows:
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Folk Psychology: Ger. vélkerpsychologie; Fr. psychologie des peuples; Ital. demopsi-
cologia, psicologia etnica (E.M.: Professor E. Morselli. Genoa University). The psy-
chology of races, nations, or analogous social groups.
Folk psychology is specifically the study of the mental products in primitive peoples,
and is thus closely related to anthropology and to folklore. The chapters of general an-
thropology which deal mainly with intellectual organizations, such as myth, legend, an-
imism, religion, the beginnings of art and science, furnish much of the material. The
effect of climate on mental endowments, the evolution of national characteristics, the
analysis of mental processes in undeveloped peoples, and many other topics of similar
import belong as definitely in this field as in any other. It is not possible to differenti-
ate sharply the content of folk psychology from other parts of anthropology, and yet
the term suggests a point of view and an interest which is important and readily intel-
ligible.
Folk psychology is to be distinguished from SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY (q. V., which is con-
cerned generally with the part played by the social factor in determining mental devel-
opment. The term folk psychology is traceable to Steinthal and Lazarus, who planned
and edited the Zeitschrift fiir Vélkerpsychologie und Sprachwissenschaft (1860). They
did not, however, distinguish clearly between folk psychology and social psychology
(G.ES.: Dr. G. E Stout, University Reader, Oxford, ].M.B.).
Tt is desirable that the term folk psychology should be retained in this sense in prefer-
ence to RACE PSYCHOLOGY (q. v.), since the latter has been given the different meaning
_ designating the science of the evolution of mind in the animals and man - by Spencer
(Princ. of Psychol.), and since no other suitable term with this meaning has been sug-
gested (JLM.B., G.ES.).
Literature: Waitz, Volkerpsychol.; Steinthal and Lazarus in Zeitsch. f. Volkerpsychol.;
Le Bon, Psychol. of Peoples (Eng. trans.); Tosti, Psychol. Rev., v. 347; Wundt, Volk-
erpsychol., 1. 1, 1t (1900); Schultze, Psychol. d. Naturvdlker (1900). Much psychological
material of this character is to be found in the general works cited under ANTHROPOL-
0GY; see particularly Steinthal, Grammatik, Logik, u. Psychol. (1855); Lazarus, Das
Leben d. Seele (11 ed., 1883); Bastian, Der Mensch in d. Gesch. (3 vols., 1860), Beitr. z.
Ethnol. (1871), Geographische u. ethnol. Bilder (1873), Der Volkergedanke (1881), Wie
das Volk denkt (1892), Ethnol. Bilderbuch (1887), and Allerlei aus Volks- u. Men-
schenkunde (1888) (J.J.: Professor J. Jastrow, Wisconsin University. ].M.B.).

The entry “race psychology” is illustrated as follows:

Race Psychology: Ger. rassenpsychologie; Fr. psychologie des races; Ital. psicologia
delle razze, etnopsicologia. Suggested -That branch of psycHOLOGY (g. v.) which uses
as data the manifestations of mind in the various species and races of animals and man.
It is broader than FOLK PSYCHOLOGY (q. v.), which treats of the psychology of human
groups only. Race psychology considers the problems of the evolution of mind from its
simplest forms — of mental descent analogous to biological DESCENT (q. v.). This usage
follows the connotation of “race experience” used by Spencer for the accumulated ex-
perience of successive generations, and has been explicitly adopted by one of the pres-
ent writers. Cf. EVOLUTION (mental), and COMPARATIVE PSYCHOLOGY.
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Literature: 'Spe'ncer, Princ. of Psychol.; Baldwin, Ment. Devel. in the Child and th
Race; also citations under EvoLUTION (mental) (G.FS.-J.M.B.). )

Fin : « » » b
ally, the entries “crowd” e “mob” are so illustrated:

C;;owd [4s. .croda]: Ger. menge, haufe; Fr. foule; Ital. folla. (1) In sociology; an inciden-
tal aggregation, held together by a relatively extrinsic and temporary bond. (2) I

chology: a group whose co-operation is relatively occasional and tem ot"a s on.
posed to that which is either instinctively or reflectively determined pors I o
é crowd vi/h(‘)se performances are particularly capricious and violent is called a mob,

iterature: Sighele, La Folla delinquente (1891; Fr. trans.. La Foule criminelle); G. 1,

Bon., Psychol. des Foules (1895) (Eng. trans., The Crowd,); Tarde, Etudes deeP; h le
Sociale (1898); P. Rossi, L’Animo della Folla (1898), and Psicolo:gia collettiva (ilgcoc(:):

Baldwin, Social and Eth. Inter
, . pret. (1897), ff.
PSYCHOLOGY, and IMITATION (J.M.B.- G.%?S.).§ ol See also under sociowoay, socus

Mob [abb; of Lat.”mobilis, mobile]: Ger. psbel; Fr. populace, foule; Ital. plebaglia. See
ZROWD. A rabble. , the most disreputable sort of mob, is designated in Ger. b Gésin—
el, in Fr. by canaille, and in Ital. by marmaglia (J.M.B., E.M.). -

If we return to “collective psychology”, it’s important to point out that th
term was first used by the criminal lawyer Enrico Ferri who. in 1881, indicat :1:
with it the «link» between psychology, «that studies the indi’vidual»’ and ’
ology, «that deals with the entire society». «So, the field of observatlfon ofsoci-
lective p§ychology concerns all the meetings, more or less casual. of indi ;10 -
als; public streets, markets, stock markets, theatres, mass meetin ; assemgli .
colleges, s.ch.ools, barracks, prisons etc.» (Mucchi Faina, 2002, 5 ;.5) =
. The distinction b(letween’ colle.ctive psychology and social psychology, the
former seen as a universalist science of human aggregations, the latter a
Vélkerpsichologie” (for someone in its Wundtian meaning cc,)nnected ' lj
cultural grtifactg for someone else in its Non Wundtian interpretation :2:1
Il:f):}tlelc)i \leth nat(lional and et}.mic-racial identities), was successively proposed
oo W}}fl - i:sszt; 'rc;) Ggophpah and, some years later, by Pasquale Rossi. The for-
tOOI; . sidered t e'founder of Italian Sociology (cf. Rinzivillo, 2000),
part in the W International Congress of Psychology held in Paris in Au-
i;(sit Ig;o, precsieélt;lng a pa[:er at the vi workshop, which was chaired by Tarde
o [S)Z Calx;l ! ee Pt \Vltlh Psychologm fociale et criminelle”. His paper, “Psi-
posia Sociale. sicologia Cpllettlva (“Social Psychology and Collective
ychology”), aimed at separating the two psychological fields and at marking

out a demarcation line betw i
een them and sociology, ascribi i
role to the latter. By, sscribing 2 predominant
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Three years later, Pasquale Rossi, in supporting the primacy of sociology,

said:

In our opinion, the differential character of the two sciences has to be looked for in the
intrinsic nature of the subject of study. In fact, the subject of collective psychology is
the crowd as holder of irreducible human characters, underlying the ethnic distinction
common to all men whatever the overlapping racial characters. The subject of social
psychology is instead an aggregate in which the hyper-organic and human character
and the ethnic or racial one overlap.

A noi pare che il carattere differenziale delle due scienze si debba ricercare nell’intrin-
seca natura del soggetto di studio. Infatti soggetto della psicologia collettiva ¢ la folla
in quanto ha caratteri umani irriducibili, sottostanti alle distinzioni etniche comuni a
tutti gli uomini, qualunque siano i caratteri sovrapposti di razza. Soggetto, invece, del-
la psicologia sociale ¢ un aggregato, in cui al carattere iperorganico e umano si sia
sovrapposto l'altro etnico o di razza (Rossi, 1904, p. 101).

After illustrating the different declinations and articulations of social psychol-
ogy at the beginning of the early 20t century as examples of representational
processes operating in the scientific community of the time, we can now deal
with another institutional place that has diffused several representations of so-
cial psychology and has, in this way, contributed to the construction of its iden-
tity. In particular, we'll offer a brief account of the main results emerged in our
inquiry and concerning the presence of social psychology in “Rivista di Psi-
cologia” founded by Giulio Cesare Ferrari.

“Rivista di Psicologia”, which was for at least thirty years the most impor-
tant Ttalian periodical of psychological studies (cf. Cimino, 1998, p. 24; Cecca-
relli, 2005), was started in February 1905 in Bologna with the name “Rivista di
Psicologia Applicata alla Pedagogia e alla Psicopatologia” (“Journal of Psy-
chology Applied to Pedagogy and Psychopathology”) (from now on well
quote it in brief with the name “Rivista di Psicologia”, without following all
the changes its heading underwent), by Giulio Cesare Ferrari who directed it
consecutively for about thirty years.

In our investigation, we have examined all the sections of the journal from
1905, the year of its first issue, to 1952, when its last issue was edited previous
to the 1 National Congress of Social Psychology, which was held, as mentioned
before, in 1954 (between 1952-54, “Rivista di Psicologia” wasn’t issued due to
financial problems; it was published again and regularly from 1955 on).

In collecting the material we have adopted a widely inclusive criterion. It
has proposed the selection of all the publications 1) that had in their title a clear
and explicit reference to the specific psychological-social fields, with reference
both the different fields, partly mentioned before, illustrated in Baldwin’s
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“Dictionary”, and the “classic” texts of the discipline (for example Ross, 1908;
McDougall, 1908; Murchison, 1935; Lindzey, 1954); 2) of those authors w};o lat-,
er took part in the 1 National Congress of Social Psychology, either as both ac-
tive and passive participants or as authors quoted by the speakers of the Con-
gress; 3) of those scholars Italian historiography consider as fundamental au-
thors for the development of the discipline (cf. Sensales, 2002; Marcellini
1976). We have in this way surveyed 560 documents including orig)inal articles’
abstracts, reviews, papers and bibliographies. ’
In prder to analyze the collected literature we have adopted different
strategies of analysis, all associable to models of triangulation of data and
rr}ethods. In particular we will make use of a lexicographical analysis that pro-
v1de§ amanipulation of the text with the use of only a part of the anlyzed texts

It will applied to the titles only, to the names as of the Italian/foreign authors'

apd of the quoted and reviewed scholars, reproduced in lexical data succes-

sively collected into a specific file. The textual file has been coupled by an ex-
tra-'text'uale file, made up pf the data collected from a content analysis grid

This g1j1d has allowed to get to: the different authors’ nationality, their possi-'

ble actlve{ passive participation in the 1 Italian Congress of Social’ Psychology,

the expositive typology of the document (essay, review, research etc.). Finall ’

_the grid h?s allowed us to classify the collected data in eighteen main themaz’
ic categories — Social Psychology, Applied Social Psychology, Collective Psy-
chology, Wundtian Vslkerpsychologie, Non Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie
Crowd Psychology, Criminal Psychology, Military Psychology, Group Psychol-’
ogy, Demographic Psychology, Political Psychology, Legal Psychology, Race
Psychology, General Psychology, Applied Psychology, Psychopatholog); Ped-
agogy, Experimental Psychology — with, in addition, a residual catego;y de-
fined “other” and including all those works whose content we haven’t been
able to indicate clearly.

We have also noticed the presence of the authors who wrote the first three
Italian texts of the 20" century dedicated to sp, the already mentioned Paolo
Orano (190'2), Andrea Cappellazzi (1907) and Gualtiero Sarfatti (1911).

' Orago is reviewed by Vidoni, on 1942, on the occasion of the second edi-
201? o.f his 1902 vo'lume; Cappellazzi isn’t present; finally, Sarfatti offers 29 con-
o rln :EC;TISI,II;OC;utilrIl;g;ssays and reviews, and is reviewed twice, in the space of
e i\s/lif)eiﬁzr,tén mtlfsle“essa‘};i’ and }feviewf titles collected there are just 19 refer-
e | social psychology”, “psychological-social” and “psycho-

With respect to the articulation of the psychological fields, the highest
number-of references deals with Experimental Psychology (11.1‘%) foﬂfwed
by Applied Psychology (8.6%), Social Psychology (6.1%) in the stri(’:t sense of
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the term, Psychopathology (4.3%) and, almost on the same level, Applied So-
cial Psychology (4.1%) and Pedagogy (4.1%). But if unite the 13 articulations
of Social Psychology and then compare the resultant frequency with the one
of the other psychologies, we get to the 25.5% of the collected documents, a
percentage that is clearly superior to the one of the other psychologies.

As for the temporal scansion, in classifying the material taken from “Riv-
ista di Psicologia”, we have decided, for a first analysis of the frequencies, to
subdivide it into two main periods: the first going from 1905 to0 1934 and the
second going from 1935 to 1952.

This subdivision has been adopted in the light of the publication, in 1935,
of the first Handbook of social psychology, edited by Murchison and reviewed,
moreover by the same journal, in 1937.

Actually, in the historiographical field, the mid-Thirites represented a real
watershed, since they marked the passage from proto-social psychologies to a
disciplinary configuration more clearly delineated. So, for example, a social
psychologist as Cartwright (1979) observed retrospectively that, just as from
the mid-Thirties, it was possible to witness a flourishing of fundamental re-
searches for the discipline that led to the definitive establishment of the early
disciplinary forms. Nevertheless, these were in some cases, in their order, still
far from the contents we are used to. In fact, if we scroll the Handbook index
we can find some themes that, as Farr mentions (1996), are certainly alien to
the tradition of the modern social psychology, such as the chapters on Popula-
tion bebavior of bacteria, ot on Soctal origins and processes among plants, or al-
so on Insect societies (cf. also Sensales, 2002). At the same time they attest the
importance of the evolutionist perspective (cf. Pepitone, 1976), and of the
model of the natural sciences for the birth of social psychology as well.

Going back to the distribution of the frequencies concerning this first pe-
riodization, as far as the 13 articulations of sp are concerned, the verifiable dif-
ferences between the two periods show how Social Psychology and Applied
Social Psychology present an ascending peak in the second period, moving, in
the first period, from 1.96% to 4.10% and, in the second case, even from 0.71%
t0 3.39%. On the contrary, the frequencies concerning Collective Psychology
and Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie present a diminution and even a halving of
their already scarce presence.

Non Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie, Criminal Psychology and Race Psy-
chology are stable. In the second period, Military Psychology, Political Psy-
chology, Legal Psychology and Demographic Psychology disappear complete-
ly. Finally, Group Psychology and Crowd Psychology present a clear ascend-
ing peak in the second period.

This final data, with particular reference to “crowd psychology”, appears
particularly interesting because it confirms a trend that has already been ob-
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served in another study of mine, concerning the “Psychological Abstracts”
(Sensales, 2004), so on a completely different material even though dealing
with social psychology. In it, I pointed out how in the Psychological abstracts,
published between 1946 and 1954, there was a revival of interest in the crowds
and in the concept of “suggestion”. So, from the different sources we can ob-
serve, just a short time before the birth of what Gordon Allport (1954) defined
«modern social psychology», a confluence of attention for those aspects that
had marked the early period of the discipline. Moreover, we can corroborate
this point by mentioning that at the 1 National Congress of Social Psychology
as much as two papers were dedicated to “suggestion” while one to crowd’s
behavior. The first paper, by Cesare Musatti, gave an entirely individual-cen-
tric interpretation to suggestion, through a psychoanalytic reading also applied
to persuasive processes. The second one, by Nicola Perrotti, was entitled La
suggestione nei rapporti sociali (Suggestion in social relationships) and continu-
ously recalled crowd psychology and, above all, collective psychology and end-
ed inviting social psychology to turn into «Social Psychotherapy» (Perrotti,
1954, p. 30). The third one, dealing with Collective paroxysms, by Antonio Miot-
to (1954), was the only paper that offered an exclusively psychological-social
perspective, with elaboration of international specialized literature (so, for ex-
ample, he mentioned and discussed Haldey, Cantril and Berta Herzog’s 1940
research on the so-called “Martian invasion”).

If we return now to the illustration of the most interesting results of our in-
vestigation on “Rivista di Psicologia”, it’s important to underline the fact that
for the successive analysis of the latent dimensions of the lexicon, that is pres-
ent in the titles of the different contributions, we have operated a different par-
tition in seven periods here listed (TABLE 1), with the distribution of the fre-
quencies and of their corresponding average (in brackets):

TABLE 1
Period No. of contributions
1905-1913 108 (M =13.5)
1914-1918 39 (M =9.8)
1919-1923 26 (M = 6.5)
1924-1934 2o (M =12)
1935-1939 42 M=105)
1940-1945 59 (M = 11.8)
1946-1952 145 (M = 24.2)
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The highest average of reviewed documents in each period is the one of the
last period, followed, with a neat gap, by the first one; it’s on the contrary be-
tween 1919 and 1923 that the lowest average occurs, maybe as a sign of the dif-
ficulties psychology was in. This difficulty reached its peak just in 1923 with the
censorious intervention of Giovanni Gentile who, as a Secretary of Education,
eliminated psychology from high schools syllabus.

Finally, in passing to correspondence analysis, it’s important to point out
that it has been initially conducted on 2.353 words, 1.256 of which — the 53.8%
_ are distinct. After the “equivalence” step, and after having chosen 3 as thresh-
old value of frequency, the analysis has been carried out on 916 words, 96 of
which — the 10.96% — distinct. The scree-test has showed two factorial axes
that are able to explain the 3.89% of the total variance. The intersection of the
two axes has allowed us to form a factorial plan on which three clearly distinct
areas have been identified. '

The first can be defined the «debut area», characterized by a marked at-
tention both to the atypical, anomalous, pathological psychological aspects,
which are also connected with the therapeutic treatment, and for psychology
and pedagogy. This area, which is in the bottom left-hand corner of the facto-
rial plan, sees the presence of the lemmas (moving from the right-hand bottom
right towards the left-hand and upwards) <psychopathology>, <psychoanaly-
sis>, <psychology>, <pedagogy>, of the names <Colucci> and <De Sanctis>
as author of the examined texts, and of <Freud>, as reviewed scholar. The il-
lustrative variables are related to the first four examined periods — from 1905
to 1934 — and to some <bibliographical contributions and reviews>.

The second area, with no temporal marker, is centered on «places, themes,
methods concerning psychology and its Italian “fathers”». This area, which is in
the two upper boards, shows the highest density of lemmas and of scholars’
names. Moving from the bottom upwards and from right to left, we meet the ref-
erences to the lemmas: <researches>, <Congress>, <experimental>, <time>,

<horizon>, <personality>, <sensations>, <illusions>, <figures>, <conscience>,
<objects>, <attitudes>, <inquiries>, <perception>, <thought>, <psychic>,
<life>, <psychological>, <psychotechnique>, <school>, <social>; and to the
names: <Ponzo>, <Gemelli>, <Musatti>, <Kiesow>, <Bonaventura>,
<Marzi>, <Falorni> and <Niceforo> as authors of the censused contributions.

The occurring illustrative variables are related to some typologies of works
referable to <contributions>, <scientific chronicles>, <studies>, <original
memoirs> and to other thematic areas related to <general psychology> and to
<experimental psychology>, while the area is not marked by a particular his-
torical period.

The third area, marked by the last wartime (1940-45) and the early post-
wartime (1946-52) phases, is that of «social psychology as such and of some of
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its articulations, with a centrality of both the socio-centric and the individual-
centric declinations». This area, which is in the fourth board at the bottom of
the plane, highlights the following lemmas (moving from the bottom up-
wards): <social life>, <social psychology>, <method>, <problem> <work§
<man> and the names of some scholars, as authors of the contributions suc};
as <Costa> and <Miotto>, or as reviewed authors, such as <Baudouin>,.

The present illustrative variables refer, as already said, to the last two peri-
ods <1940-1945> and <1946-1952>, to some typologies of the censused works
that are related to <bibliographies> and <reviews>, to some thematic areas re-
lated. to <group psychology>, to <sociology>, to <criminal psychology>, to
<social Psychology> and to <applied social psychology>. ,

In this section, we’re going to refrain to passing comment concerning these
results, referring to the conclusive section for some discussions also with re-
spect to what achieved in the work we’re going to illustrate below.

2
Objectives

In‘ passing to the investigation, which is the object of the present study, wl re-
mind the reader that I have analyzed five journals, which have been ch:)sen as
representative of different socio-cultural and scientific perspectives, in a span
of time that goes from 1875 to 1954. , ’

The objective, which is similar to the one of the previously illustrated study,
has an explorative nature aiming at individuation of: (1a) the presence of pre-’
cursors of sp (Orano, Cappellazzi, Sarfatti), (1b) the most relevant issues and
(IC). t.he most quoted Italian and foreign authors, (1d) the peculiarity of the sci-
e.ntlﬁc communication relative to (1dx) the different sources under observa-
tion and (1dxx) their evolution in the surveyed period of time, (2) the structur-
al o'rganization of the textual and categorical material I have gathering on the
ba}s1s of the pattern described below, in the methodological section. All results
will be compared to ones related to “Rivista di Psicologia”.

3
Methodology Population of the Research

The population of our research consists of 1.375 texts that have been collected
from five journals.

The analyzed journals are “Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria e Medicina
Legale delle Alienazioni Mentali” (“Experimental Journal of Phrenasteny and
I:‘egal Medicine of Mental Alienations”) (1875-1954); “Cuore e Critica”
(“Hearth and Criticism”) (1887-1890) and “Critica Sociale” (“Social Criti-
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cism”) (1891-1954); “Rivista Internazionale di Scienze Social% e Disc1.ph‘n(i'Aus:;
liarie” (“International Journal of Social Sciences a.nd Auxiliary DlSClP llnes”)
(1893-1944); “Rivista Italiana di Sociologia” (“Italian Journal of.S:)lsilo.ogydi
(1897-1921); the main journals of philosophy, from 189’? to 1954: :Ils‘ta_
Filosofia Scientifica” (“Journal of Scientific Philosophy”) §189o-1891); Rivista
di Filosofia, Pedagogia e Scienze affini” (“]ourr.ml pf Phllosophy, Pedaf%ogz
and Cognate Sciences”) (1899-1901); “Rivista di fﬂosoﬁa e Sc1e‘13z§ a mzi '
(“Journal of Philosophy and Cognate Sciences”) (1902-1908); “Rivista di
Filosofia” (“Journal of Philosophy”) (1909-1954).
Their scientific-cultural profile is summarized as follows. S
“Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria e Medi'ci_na Legale delle ‘A'llen}a;mom
Mentali” (1875-1954) was founded in 1857 by C. Livi anq A Ta'n.1bur1r'n, who OE-
erated in the Mental Hospital of San Lazzaro in Regglo Emilia. It. is the ez}i; -
est Italian periodical of psychiatry and all the most important It'ahan psyé ia:
trists, neurologists and anthropologists — among which Morg:lh, Tanzi, Golgi
and Lombroso — collaborated to it. The journal constant.ly. alrped at oszrlcom-
ing the paucities of a strictly disciplinary logic and at privileging the dia (Igl,.le
between those adjacent scholarships that shared an interest for thc? people llli
their irreducible singularity and for society. From now on Fhe pc?rmfil’c,:al wi
be mentioned more concisely with “Rivista Sperirnentalej di Frenlatpg .
“Cuore e Critica” (1887-1890), founded by the Sociahst. leader Filippo Tu-
rati, changed its name in “Critica Sociale” in 1891. The earhfst name (?f the (?ed
riodical derives from the purpose of integrating the terms “Hearts”, intende
as the affective faculties as a whole, and “Criticism”, that relates to rationality
and science, so supporting the absence of antithe.tis between these two asp‘eclts.
This journal deals with different topics, from phllosoPhy'to law, jrom sociolo-
gy to economics, leaving aside any comment on pul?h'cat'lons and news.
“Rivista Internazionale di Scienze Sociali e Dlsc1p11n§ A_usﬂlane (1893-
1954) was edited by the Catholic Union for tbe spcml studies in Italy Tld ’I\?}/la}s
chaired by the President of the Catholic Union 1tself, Professgr Tonolo. ' lls
journal, directed by Talamo, included a section deghgg wth different ai;tlc Es
and essays on social sciences and their subsidiary d1sc1plme§. We mean llly’t 1e:
former all those sciences concerning the study of the various and m tiple
forms and manifestations of human social life, W‘hil'e the latter include Hl.St(.)-
ry, Ethnography, Philology, Archeology and. Sta‘tlstlcs. Anoth’er charafiterlstllcl:
of this journal was the regularity of its pubhf:at'lon that wasn’t afﬁecte mui:
by the historical, economical and political vic1551t'udes connected, for example,
with the two world wars. This long title t?oa-wsﬂl-be reglacizlcil; from now on,
i rter one “Rivista Internazionale di Scienze Socialt™.
Wlt}}‘gilsi:goltaliana di Sociologia” (1897-1921) was thf: first sc1€nt1f:§ ]ourr;lallto
introduce in Italy and Europe an entire section dedicated to social psycholo-
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gy- It was founded in Rome in 1897 with the purpose of «coordinating the re-
sults achieved by sociological investigation in order to get to a scientific syn-
thesis explaining the laws of social evolution». In order to carry out this plan
the journal made room for memoirs and discussions concerning not only So-
ciology but also other subjects, such as Ethnography, Philology, History, Vilk-
erpsychologie, Economics, Demography, Social Ethics, able to illustrate spe-
cific races’ and peoples’ customs and habits.

Finally, “Rivista di Filosofia” (1890-1954), with its different denominations
(we’ll mention this periodical too with its more concise title), was character-
ized by a pluralist vocation since it dealt with a multiplicity of scientific topics
that philosophy was concerned with in those years. At first, the absence of a
specific journal of psychology made sure that the biggest names related to the
early experiences of psychological experimentation — such as Lombroso,
Morselli (who, on the other hand, was also the founder and the main moving
force of “Rivista di Filosofia Scientifica”, that is here taken into consideration
only from 1890 to 1891, when its publication came to an end) and Groppali —
were involved in it.

As already said, among the different analyzed journals, the only one to
present a section specifically dedicated to social psychology was “Rivista
Italiana di Sociologia” (in the usa, it was the “Psychological Review”, directed
by Baldwin, that had, since its foundation in 1894, a section of “Social Psychol-
ogy” that included the reviews of some works that, as Apfelbaum (1981) men-
tions, were often written in French), while all the other ones offered occasion-
al contributions dealing with this subject.

The five journals have been examined, in all their sections, from the first
issue (of “Rivista Sperimentale di Frenatria”) dating July 1875 to the last 1954
one. We have collected all the material complying with the three criteria we
have described in regard to the selection operated on “Rivista di Psicologia”,
with a sum of, as already said, 1375 records, including reviews, essays, abstracts.

The span of time taken into account has been subdivided at first into three
periods: from 1875 to 1904, from 1905 to 1934 and from 1935 to 1954. We have
calculated on them the distribution of the frequencies, almost entirely compa-
rable, for the second and the third span of time, to those of the “Rivista di Psi-
cologia”.

On the contrary, the following subdivision in ten periods — 1875-95, 1896-
1900, 1901-04, 1905-13, 1914-18, 1919-23, 1924-34, 1935-39, 1940-45 and 1946-54 — has
been used for correspondence analysis.

In this case too, as for the survey concerning “Rivista di Psicologia”, we
have tried to reconcile the statistical criteria, which prevented an excessive im-

balance of the frequencies, with the endogenous or exogenous historically re-
levant temporal divisions.
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So, for example, 1905 is considered the year of the emergence of Psycho-
logy in Italy, the year that historiography indicates as the height of the process
of maturation of Psychology in Italy and that is illustrated well by the conflu-
ence of three important events: the v International Congress of Psycho‘logy was
held in Rome; the first three professorships in Psychology were established; fi-
nally, in this year Ferrari founded the “Rivista di I{sic;ologm”. The years_from
1914 to 1918 are related to the First World War; 1923 is important because'lt was
the year of the implementation of Gentile’s reform, which, as already _sald, fie-
creed the elimination of psychology form high school syllabus:, 1935 is an im-
portant year for social psychology because it saw the publication of the first
Handbook of social psychology, edited by Murchisgn. Tjhe years from 1939 to
1945 are related to the Second World War; finally, in th1§ case too, our survey
ends with 1954, a crucial year, as we have seen, for our discipline.

3.1. Operational Path

We have applied a content analysis grid on the 1.375 singled out texts that is
similar to the previously illustrated one. It has allowed us to single out some
characteristics such as the typology of the censused contrlbutlog (essay, review
etc.), the year of publication, the title of the journal, th_e m.entloned scholars
and their nationality, the name of the author of the contrlbutlog and thfe 18 the-
matic categories. A part of the so collected data has beer.l reglste?ed in a nu-
merical file, while another part has been included in a lex.lc'fal way in a text file
containing the title of the contribution too. In order to distinguish lexical ele-
ments each others, the operative procedures provide the use of the block let-
ter for the titles, of the letter “A” preceding the name, in small letter, of the‘ ‘alu’:
thor, of the letter “C” before the name of the quoted scholars, the letter “R
before the names of the reviewed scholars.

3.2. Statistical Analysis

The categorical data, which we have singled out through the content ana?yswf
grid, have been processed with the spss statistical package for the analysis o

) . Yl
the frequencies, percentuages etc. and, where necessary, for the relative unifi-
cations (cf. point 1 of objectives). _

We have carried out a correspondence analysis of tht? whole corpus ?f the
data (categorial and lexical) by means of the SPAD-T statlst1§a1 pac‘kage (Lebgrt,
Morineau, Bécue, 1989) in order to single out the latent dimensions (cf. point
2 of objectives). ‘ . o

It has considered the lexical data active variables, contributing to the fo.r-
mation of the factorial axes, while category variables have been considered il-
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lustrative variables, that have been successively projected on the axes in order
to favour their interpretation.

4
Results

Presence of precursors of sp and of terms explicitly related to it.

In this case too, we have pointed out the presence of the authors of the first
three 20 century Italian texts dedicated to sp.

So, we have found 7 references to Orano, two of which are reviews of his text
on sp, while the remaining are 5 essays of his. In five cases, the references have
been published on “Rivista di Filosofia”, while a review has been published on
“Rivista Internazionale di Scienze Sociali” and an essay on “Rivista di Sociolo-
gia”. Anyway, they are all contributions published between 1901 and 1903.

Cappellazzi appears 6 times, with three essays of his and three reviews pub-
lished altogether, between 1901 and 1928, on “Rivista di Filosofia” and “Rivista
Internazionale di Scienze Sociali”.

The presence of Sarfatti is more evident with 19 contributions, only one of
which is a review, while the remaining are 18 essays of his, 9 of which published
on “Rivista di Filosofia” and 9 on “Rivista di Sociologia”. As a whole they cov-
er a span of time that goes from 1909 to 1914.

In the titles of the essays, reviews etc., we have collected, there are only 22
references to the terms “social psychology”, “psychological-social”, “psycho-
social”. One of them appears on the journal “Cuore e Critica”, 1 on “Rivista
Internazionale di Scienze Sociali”, 8 on “Rivista di Filosofia”, 12 on “Rivista di
Sociologia”; while we can’t find any reference on “Rivista Sperimentale di Fre-
niatria e Medicina Legale delle Alienazioni Mentali”.

The distributions of the frequencies with respect to the five journals, the
topics and the temporal divisions.

“Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria e Medicina Legale delle Alienazioni
Mentali” (1875-1954) offers 561 contributions (with an annual average of 7.10
presences); “Cuore e Critica” (1887-1890) and “Critica Sociale” (1891-1954)
show 11 contributions (with an annual average of 1.66 presences); “Rivista

Internazionale di Scienze Sociali e Discipline Ausiliarie” (1893-1954) offers 124
contributions (with an annual average of 2.43 presences); “Rivista Italiana di
Sociologia” (1897-1921) shows 231 contributions (with an annual average of 9.62
presences); the main journals of Philosophy, from 1890 to 1954, offer 288 con-
tributions (with an annual average of 6.13 presences).

So, “Rivista Italiana di Sociologia”, shows the highest average followed by
“Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria” and by “Rivista di Filosofia”. The lowest
averages are ascribable to “Rivista Internazionale di Scienze Sociali” and to
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“Cuore e Critica” and “Critica Sociale”. We can observe, from this point of
view, how the journals with a neighboring disciplinary inspiration seem to give
social psychology a considerable visibility, while those journals that suffer from
a cultural inspiration, which is also politically oriented, seem to be penalized
and indicate, in this way, a noticeable distrust, by both the catholic and the so-
cialist culture, of some themes, areas and scholars associated, in different ways,
to social psychology.

As for the thematic-disciplinary articulation, without mentioning the result
of the term “other”, the highest number of references goes to Psychiatry
(15.6%), followed by Medicine (11.86%), General Psychology (9.43%), Crimi-
nal Psychology (9.35%), Social Psychology (7.68%), Sociology (6.247%), Non
Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie (5.02%), Political Psychology (4.41%), Applied
Social Psychology (4.33%); while Group Psychology (0.15%), Race Psychology
(0.91%), Philosophy (0.99%), Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie (1.44%), Demo-
graphic Psychology (1.82%), Crowd Psychology (1.90%) and Collective Psy-
chology (2.05%) rank low in the list. But if we unite the 12 articulations of Social
Psychology (they are 12 and not 13 because, in this case, there are no references
to “Military Psychology”, which are on the contrary present on “Rivista di Psi-
cologia”) and compare the obtained frequency to the frequency of the other
thematic areas, we can ascribe the 41.67% of the collected contributions to sp.

As for the differences we can single out in the three temporal divisions with
regard to the 12 articultations of s, they show in general some higher frequen-
cies in the first period (1875-1904). We can mention, in particular, the first place
of “Criminal Psychology” (7.8%), followed by “Social Psychology” in the
strict sense of the term (4.9%) and by “Political Psychology” (3.5%). With re-
spect to this tendency there are two exceptions that show some higher frequen-
cies during the second period (1905-1934); they are “Non Wundtian Volkerpsy-
chologie” (2.8%) that moves from 28 to 37 contributions, “Applied Social Psy-
chology”, from 18 to 28 contributions and “Wundtian Volkerpsychologie”
(1.3%), which offers the most evident difference moving from 1 to 17 contribu-
tions. The last period shows the lowest frequencies and even empty cells. Fi-
nally, “Group Psychology” shows by far the lowest values with a frequency of
1 both in the first and in the second period and of o in the last one.

In passing to the articulation in ten periods, that is used as well in the suc-
cessive correspondence analysis, here below is the recapitulatory table (TABLE
2) of the distribution of the frequencies with the relative average of articles for
each period.

The average of censused contributions in each period shows its highest val-
ue during 1901-1904, followed by 1896-1900 and, with a rather evident gap, by
1905-1913. The lowest average, with a really small value, occurs during the last
period.
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‘ Finally, here below is the analytical table (TABLE 3) concerning the frequen-
cies of the different theme-disciplinary articulations related to the ten periods
It. discloses not only the differentiatied courses but also the common ten:
denc1e§ of topics. So, we can observe a growth, from 1875 to 1913, of “Non
Wundtian Vélkerpsychologie” and “Applied Social Psychology”. \Y/,hile if we
re’fer to the topics “Criminal Psychology” and “Medicine”, we can obser;e the
highest Yalues during the first twenty years, and a successive drop, which is
more e\‘fldent in “Criminal Psychology” and lighter in “Medicine”, ciuring the
successive three periods, that then lead, from 1914 on, to very low frequencies.

TABLE 2

Period No. of contributions
1875-1895 214 (M =10.7)
1896-1900 291 (M = 72.75)
1901-1904 273 (M = 91)
1905-1913 282 (M = 35.25)
1914-1918 60 (M =15)
1919-1923 40 (M = 10)
1924-1934 89 (M =8.9)
1935-1939 17 (M = 4.25)
1940-1945 27 (M =5.4)
1946-1954 22 (M = 2.75)

As from “Psychiatry”, “Social Psychology” and “Political Psychology”, the
courses of the frequencies show a tendency to growth during the first thre:: pe-
riods and a drop, which is lighter in “Social Psychology” and heavier in the
other topics, in the successive one. From 1914 on, in these topics too we can
observe some very low frequencies, with the exception of the period that goes
fror.n'1924 to 1934 when “Psychiatry” shows clearly high values. Finally, the re-
maining topics show generally some very low frequencies, which becor;xe even
lower from 1914 on, with the exception of “Wundtian Volkerpsychologie” that
shows a light increase just in the four years from 1914 tO 1918.

We’re going to comment in the conclusions on the meaning of all the

tr.ends we have illustrated so far, with respect too, where possible, to the often
different courses of “Rivista di Psicologia”.

5
Correspondence Analysis

ghe statistical elaboration has been related to 6.552 terms, 2.519 out of which
istinct. Through the scree-test we have abstracted two factors explaining the
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101
57
27
19
66
25

123
24
34
12

124
82
55
13

198
156
139

1315

Tot.

1946-1954
o
22

1940-1945
27

1935-1939
17

1924-1934
39
10
89

Years
1919-1923
11
40

13
60

1914-1918

1905-1913
31
16
23
10
40
10
34
38
29
282

1901-1904
31
10
12
10
27
12
24
26
21
39
28

273

12
15
27
35
39
39
37

291

10
16
57
23

1875-1895 1896-1900
214

Wundtian Vélkerpsych.

Non Wundtian Vélkerpsych.
Crowd Psych.

Demographic Psych.
Political Psych.

Legal Psych.

Applied Social Psych.
Race Psych.

Social Psych.
Collective Psych.
Criminal Psych.
Groups Psych.
General Psych.
Sociology
Psychiatry
Medicine

Other

Philosophy
Tot.

Economics

TABLE 3
Topics

N
N

3.96% of the variance. The intersection between the first and the second axis
has produced the factorial plan presented here below in figure 1.

We can observe in it three distinct areas, in which the lexical elements, re-
lated to title or the name of scholars, are underlined.

The first area, in the top left-hand corner of the figure, is related to the pe-
riod of the first steps (1875-95), centered on «the pathological area, mostly with-
in the medical-clinical area — which is institutionalized in the mental hospital
area — but also partly in the criminological one». The area is marked by the
presence of <Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria>, while the only Italian schol-
ars that appears as author of the censused contributions is <Ferraris.

The second area, in moving right (top and bottom boards) is related to the
period, from 1896 to 1923, we can define of «variety and diversification of psy-
chology» and, in particular, of <Collective Psychology>, <Vélkerpsychologie>
and <Social Psychology>, with the presence of <Sighele> and <Groppali> as
authors of the collected contributions (Groppali is also present, in this same
area, as a reviewed author). In this area, the other four journals are represent-

ed too.

The area in the bottom right-hand corner of the figure is related to the pe-
riod that goes from 1924 to 1954 and hints at «a movement of the discipline
within Psychiatry» with the presence of four scholars — <Morselli>, <De Sanc-
tis>, <Medea>, <Levica> — one of which, Medea, was president of the Italian
League of Hygienics and Prophylaxis that was part of the Honor Committee
of the First Congress of sp.

The meaning of these results is expanded here below, together with a com-

parison of what we have obtained with an analysis of the journal “Rivista di
Psicologia”.

6
Discussion and Conclusions

The whole results we’ve been illustrating so far allow us to delineate some of
the representational pathways that have contributed to the identity construc-
tion of social psychology. As said before, it was a fragmented and uneven path-
way that was also biased by outside the discipline historical events. Its con-
struction saw the participation of several scholars expressing different points
of view; these points of view were either valorized or belittled by the five ana-
lyzed journals according to their cultural and scientific approach. So, for ex-
ample, the few things written by Orano, who had been educated in the philo-
sophical field and supported the primacy of Sociology, or Cappellazzi, a
catholic prelate, who affirmed the primacy of methaphisics, were published re-
spectively on “Rivista di Filosofia” and “Rivista di Sociologia”, on the one
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hand, and on “Rivista di Filosofia” and “Rivista Internazionale di Scienze So-
ciali”, this last edited by the Catholic Union for the social studies, on the other.

Besides, if we take account not only of these results but also of what we
have obtained through the analysis of “Rivista di Psicologia”, we can try to de-
pict an overall picture that is able to provide us with several points of reflec-
tions.

We are going to start just by comparing the results, related to “Rivista di
Psicologia”, we've illustrated in the introduction with those obtained in the
successive study. The latter will also become the object of further considera-
tions, with particular reference to some non comparable data since they are re-
lated to a period that is not covered by the first survey, which covers a period
that starts thirty years later and ends two years before of the one concerning
the survey on the five journals.

As for the role played by the early authors of the texts dedicated to Social
Psychology, the results prove the function performed by Gualtiero Sarfatti as
leading figure for the promotion of a social-psychological perspective. He was
the only scholar — not only with respect to Orano and Cappellazzi, but also to
other scholars who nevertheless developed a considerable attention for the dis-
cipline and, successively, took part to the 1 National Congress of Social Psy-
chology — to make, with a considerable continuity, psycho-social issues visible.
So, he contributed to “Rivista di Sociologia” and “Rivista di Filosofia” from
1909 to 1914, when, presumably, on the one hand the outbreak of the First
World War distracted his attention from his scientific activity and recalled him
to his military duties and, on the other, the appearance of “Rivista di Psicolo-
gia” induced him to prefer it for the publication of his works until 1952.

From a historiographical point of view, it’s still necessary to determine why
Sarfatti’s function of promotion and diffusion of a psychological-social per-
spective, which he also held on the occasion of the first national Congress, was-
't associated to a suitable academic position. One possible explanation can
be found, on the one hand, in his Jewish origin that penalized him until the
end of the Second World War. On the other end, his death, occurred in 1953,
didn’t allow him to participate in 1954 to the early acts of institutional founda-
tion of Social Psychology [moreover, it is necessary to remind how just in An-
giola Massucco Costa’s introductory report at the 1 Congress of Social Psychol-
ogy (1954, p. 12) he was ungenerously mentioned only briefly, with Niceforo,
for his studies that, according to the speaker, yet lacked “experimental rigor”].

In passing now to an analysis of the visibility of the discipline, singled
out at the beginning through the presence of the key-terms “social psychol-
ogy”, “psychological-social”, “psycho-social”, the emerging picture is rather
discouraging. Their marginality within the corpus of the data of the two
studies has in fact been highlighted by the 3. 39% of presences in “Rivista di
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Psicologia” and by even a measly 1.6% in the five journals of the successive
study.

Luckily, the datum changes if we consider the references to all the themes
concerning social psychology and all its possible articulations. So, in the theme
list, social psychology ranks third (out of 13 categories) in “Rivista di Psicolo-
gia”, and fifth (out of 12 categories) in the five journals. In this case too, a ma-
jor centrality in “Rivista di Psicologia” seems to emerge. Anyway, if we unite
the different articulations of social psychology, the datum changes and splits
into two directions. On the one hand, in line with the criteria that have origi-
nated the corpus of articles, in both investigations the contributions referable
to social psychology outnumber the remaining topics. However, the percent-
age frequency of such topics comes out to be almost twice as much in the sec-
ond survey, as to indicate a wider pluralism and polysemy of references to so-
cial psychology that is also able to give account of the different cultural and
disciplinary inspirations of the collected journals.

In continuing with a comparative analysis, which is in this case focused on
the temporal divisions relative to 1905-34/1935-52, for “Rivista di Psicologia”,
and to 1905-34/1935-54 for the other five journals, a crucial difference relative
to the ascending peak of social psychology, applied social psychology, group
psychology and crowd psychology, in the period 1935-52, for the “Rivi-
sta di Psicologia”, emerges.

This course is not corroborate by the data of the second survey where, on
the contrary, the last period shows lower, or even of no value, frequencies re-
lating to all thematic articulations. A possible explanation for such difference
can be found in the overall stronger identification of social psychology with
the psychological disciplines, which may have directed the publication of the
works concerning its different fields towards the by that time popular “Rivista
di Psicologia” rather than towards Jess specialized or oriented to other disci-
plinary fields periodicals. On the other hand, this hypothesis seems to be
proved by the high frequencies that characterize the beginnings of social psy-
chology and its articulations on the five journals, that is from 1875 to 190s. In
fact, in this case, in the absence of a directly concurrent journal, the frequen-
cies of the five journals are much higher than those of the successive periods.

In arriving then to the comparative recognition of the averages of the cen-
sused contributions belonging to the seven common periods of the two sur-
veys, we can find, on the one hand, a greater articulation of the trends illus-
trated above. So, the difference of the two studies’ averages confirm opposite
tendencies, with an almost continuous increase for “Rivista di Psicologia”

(with the exception of the period that goes from 1919 t0 1923, the years in which
Gentile’s elimination of psychology from high schools syllabus occurred) and,
on the contrary, with a more constant and evident decrease for the other five
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journals. Another interesting datum concerns the averages relating to the first
common -period, the span of time that goes from 1905 to 1913, that shows the
s§c?nd highest value, after the one of the last period, for “Ri;fista di Psicolo-
gia > and the highest value in all the seven singled out periods for the other five
journals. So, for social psychology too, the span of time that goes from 1905 to
1913 represents a period marked by a strong growth and development that con-
firms a more general trend Italian historiography has pointed out (cf. Cimino

1998).. The growth of the presence of the discipline on “Rivista di Psi'colo ia”’
relaFlng to .the last period, can be instead interpreted as the groundworlig for’
the institutional success of social psychology that was epitomized by the events
occurred in 1954 and mentioned in the introduction.

As for the five journals here analyzed, it must be observed how the highest
averages occur in the two periods before 1905-13, showing in this way how the
actuiﬂylr played a fundamental role for the visibility of the early forms of sociasl]
Ers;rsdic; i(r)i}’]’ ‘that were connected in particular to “criminal psychology” and to

Among the various journals, “Rivista di Sociologia” stands out in the first
pl'ace, followed by “Rivista Sperimentale di Freniatria” and then by “Rivista di
Filosofia”. Our results indicate, from this point of view, the peculiarity of the
path followed by social psychology, whose emergence was marked by a privi-
!eged relationship with sociology. How its successive path was then character-
1.zed by the attempt to get rid of this troublesome relationship is a known ques-
tion. On the contrary, we have seen as the relations with the fields of dec\lzian-
cy, pathology and medicine remained a privileged choice for its successive de-
VeImeents, at least until the 1950s. The relations with the catholic culture
Whlch we have so far illustrated from the point of view of a quantitative anal :
sis, remained instead problematic. They will have instead positive outcost
on other psychological articulations and fields, in the first place thanks to the
figure of .father Agostino Gemelli (cf. Venini, 1998; Lombardo, Foschi, 1997)
The relations with the left-wing culture, that was in part the dr’iving fo;czg‘t:/e:

hlnd co'llective psychology, were, as said in the introduction, widely reinforced
in th.e first place by the role played by Angiola Massucco Cc;sta but they aren’t
cc?nﬁrmed in the analysis of the journal we have carried out. So, it hays to be
st.lll understood to what extent the individual scholars’ contri'buti,on was asso-
ciated to that cultural field, so to redeem those disciplinary beginnings th
were .deterrnined by demands of social control. ® B
Wit}f‘;nzlilsyc, 1:}nszseid hge io end'our comparison of the results of the two surveys
wich a ission dealing \.mth what has emerged from the analysis of the la-
imensions, with particular reference to the different representational ar-
eas. In both surveys, three areas have come to the fore. However, their
tents and articulations differ considerably, with the partial excep’tion ofC (t)ll;
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first area. Both in the first and in the second survey, it revolves around the be-
ginnings of social psychology, which are obviously temporally placed in a dif-
ferent way. So, they are characterized, in both cases by a marked attention to
pathology. This result confirms what other researchers have already said about
the negative imprimatur ascribed to social issues that marked the emergence
of social psychology. As we have pointed out elsewhere (Sensales, 2002), it was
in particular Moscovici (1998, p. 212) who first mentioned the example of the
first American journal dedicated to social psychology, which was inserted in
1921 into the already existing “Journal of Abnormal Psychology” with the con-
sequent addition of “and Social Psychology” to the former title maybe to un-
derline a background implied psychopathology in social origin. Our results
show how that tradition had “ancient” and diffuse origins that also marked the
first steps of Italian Social Psychology. This was considered a direct filiation of
Criminology (cf., for example, Orano, 1902) and our results actually confirm
this origin that is, as already seen, always flanked by the different aspects con-
nected to pathology. These roots affected so much the further developments
of the discipline as to mark the span of time that goes from 1924 to 1954. So, in
the second survey, after a period of variety and diversification, from 1896 to
1923, we have pointed out, from 1924 to 1954, a falling back on psychiatry. On
the other hand, the tie with medical sciences marked explicitly the first insti-
tutional steps of social psychology, whose first Italian Congress took place “on
the occasion of the international medical-surgical meetings”, as it is indicated
on the title page of the Congress proceedings.

“Rivista di Psicologia” itself, that was on the contrary clearly oriented to-
wards psychological sciences, show a clear sign of this rootedness of social psy-
chology in the world of deviancy and pathology through that reference to
“criminal psychology” that appears just in the third area. This is the area of the
last developments, from 1940 to 1952, that are also articulated along such
themes as for example “group psychology”, “social life”, “man”, that fore-
shadowed the successive evolution of the discipline. It is just this area that calls
attention to applied social psychology, as we have emphasized in another work
of research (Sensales, 2004; 2007b) that is concerned with the “Psychological
Abstracts” and has been already mentioned in the introduction. In both cas-
es, this result disproves the commonplace according to which social psychol-
ogy has always had a far from the applicative aspects vocation.

We end here our recognition and reflections on the data of the two surveys
and we refer the readers to some successive works for a discussion of the dif-
ferential aspects connected both with the different journals and with the dif-
ferent periods here considered. This widening, which is the object of further
statistical elaborations, will allow us to underline better the diachronic and
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synchronic aspects of those too often disregarded representational processes
that contributed to delineate an identity of our discipline.
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Historical Spaces of Social Psychology*
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>

An extensive analysis of all social psychology textbooks published, in French, between
1947 and 2001, including a history chapter, provides a rich corpus for the study of the
history of social psychology. In this article we choose to study the historical spaces of
social psychology, in order to show how the discipline was located in geographical, ur-
ban, institutional and collective spaces. We argue that, into this specific corpus, spaces
are essentially related to some solitary and consensual scholars names without any in-
formative reference to their institutions, nor to any trace of collective work. Moreover,
we try to highlight several styles, ways and norms of collective writing the history of
this discipline.

Key words: history, social psychology, textbooks, scholars, institutions.

1
Introduction

Our memories of scientific discoveries are often accompanied by the date and
the name of the scientist, sometimes by an image or a formula, and sometimes
by an evocation of the setting of the discovery. For example, when we think of
the discovery of the DNA code by British scientists James Watson, Francis
Crick, Rosalind Franklin and Maurice Wilkins, which marked the beginning
of modern genetics 5o years ago, we think of the harmony and complexity of
the double helix but we also recall the British ambiance of King’s College in
Cambridge where the team worked. There are more examples. Marie Curie
discovered radium in the Parisian décor of her laboratory, Albert Einstein and
his famous formula for the theory of relativity bring forth images in black and
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white of Berlin and Princeton, and even when we think of Sigmund Freud, we
recall the ambiance of Vienna and psychoanalysis'.

We have to make more effort, however, when we think of the birth or other
notable events in scientific disciplines like sociology, anthropology, history or
psychology. Names and dates are easily recalled and quickly evoke their origins,
but rarely there is a place attached to them. Names and contributions, yes, but
not so much where the work was done. On the other hand, names of various
schools of thought mark not only a line of ideas but also a place where the scho-
lars associated with them met, worked, thought and published. Think of the
Frankfurt School, the Vienna Circle, the Prague School, the Macy Conferences,
or even the famous Chicago School. Cities, countries or continents are strong
enough first images of place for schools of thought. Obviously, this is not an ac-
cident. When a discipline is in search of its precursors (cf. «the virus of the pre-
cursor»: Koyré, 1961) and of its theories, some of which have influenced the
lives of its students, it must, by definition, have its loci related to its dissemina-
tion (or disintegration), i.e., a university locus, and therefore a geographic one.

In our case, we are interested in a particular discipline in human and so-
cial sciences, one that for all practical purposes we know well: social psychol-
ogy. In a former phase of this research, we sketched out the place of social psy-
chology’s history in French language textbooks, published post-war to the
present, by showing the periodicity of references to its history, the chronology
and the names of scholars mentioned, as well as the transmission from text-
book to textbook of certain rhetorical figures and certain recurring «signifi-
cant dates» (Pétard, Kalampalikis, Delouvée, 2001).

In this research, the same material was used in order to examine the his-
torical spaces of social psychology*. We hereunder mapped them through its
own historical references, i.e., its teaching textbooks. Obviously, such map-
ping cannot be done by itself, neither be limited locating this or that geograph-
ic epicenter on this or that continent. It entails the topography of the conver-
gence of institutions, charismatic personalities, research networks and groups,
that is, an institutional and human framework, but also a notional one, since
not all social psychologies have the same epistemological foundations nor the

same practical aims, and, therefore, not the same history in terms of loci of
emergence. This study, as the previous, only discusses the ways of writing the
history of the discipline in the textbooks published in the French language
since the year when a specific teaching of social psychology was integrated in-
to a newly instituted complete syllabus of psychology.

Here are some of our core questions: Are there specific spaces related to
the history of the discipline? The main purpose of this research was precisely
to look at how the history of a discipline is written, recounted and disseminat-
ed. What rhetorical forms are employed? Which scholars, schools of thought
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and works are mentioned? Are works on the history of the sciences presented
from an epistemological and historical perspective? These, among others, are
the questions addressed by this research.

2
The Sample: Construction and Description

The material was collected by querying the main data banks and catalogues of
libraries, especially academic, with three key words in French: “social psychol-
ogy”, “psychosociology” and “sociopsychology”. It is again worth pointing
out the elementary nature of these works: their title (Basics, Initiation, Intro-
duction...), purpose (university teaching), and size (one volume, sometimes
two) were used as filtering criteria. The period during which these works were
published starts with the immediate post-war, which in France was also the
time when a specific University degree in psychology was created (1947).

Fifty-three works were selected published between 1946* and 2001. Each of
them aims to make the field of social psychology and its principal orientations
familiar to the reader. However, diversity in the conceptions of the discipline
itself as well as in didactic approaches could not be ignored. Respecting the
latter, some textbooks offer a collection of excerpts from recent works, while
others, more and more rare, have one author presenting the diversity of the
most significant works, past and present. This variety in itself constitutes a
wealth that students and teachers can discover and make use of.

The provisional choice was made, then, to take into account only the chap-
ters, always at the beginning of the works, that introduce the discipline in the
main by references to its history. That they do so is manifest by the title of the
chapter itself or quickly comes to light in the text itself, Of the fifty-three works
listed, twenty-six present social psychology by way of a history of the discipline
(see Appendix). At first glance, this practice, or this rhetoric, is relatively sta-
ble over the period. Qualitative analysis of the history chapters was done by
content analysis while quantitative analysis, given the length of the texts, was
done with the aid of a software named “Prospero””.

We will further discuss three key-types of historical spaces of social psy-
chology, i.e., three progressive “strata” which anchor the references that were
analyzed. First of all, we analyze the references to geographic continents, the
role and meanings that accompany them, including those to one particular en-
tity, as predominant holistic as it is ambiguous, namely “America”. Secondly,
we look at the place of cities and institutions and at how they are used in his-
torical presentations of social psychology. Finally, we examined the question
of spaces ~ countries, cities, institutions — related to the personalities men-
tioned in the history chapters as references.
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2.1. “America, America...”

Let’s first take a look at the distribution of references to continents in our sam-
ple from a quantitative point of view. The following graph leaves no doubt that
the vast majority of references to the history of social psychology concerns two
continents, Europe and North America:

FIGURE 1 '
Distribution of references to continents in the sample
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Although it is obvious that references to Europe are more numerous than
those to America®, it would be hasty to infer that the history of social psychol-
ogy is fundamentally European. Careful examination of the content of refer-
ences reveals complications as well as contrasts. Before going into detail, we
can see that, in whatever lexical form’, “America” appears as a constant and
inevitable point of reference (80.7%) in the history chapters of our sample.

This reference appears essentially in the context of five major themes: the
organisation of the discipline and that of the related research and universities
(“institutionalization”), promotion of research (thanks to public aid and by the
intermediary of large studies), specifically American social and community
problems, industrial development of this country, and, last but not least, the
influx of European social psychologists following the Second World War.

Let’s now look at the content of the history chapters. The following quo-
tations shows the main style of references made to the United States (Us) in the
context of the birth and emergence of social psychology:
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[1954]® It is in the Us that social psychology found the opportunity to become an au-
tonomous science, with powerful means for research, the faith of the public, the teach-
ing faculties and governmental authorities.

[1977] The Us is still the country of choice for social psychology. [...] This is how social
psychology responded to real needs of different areas of the American society, and as
it seemed to be 2 new science arising in a specifically American context, its prestige was
all the more consolidated.

[1997] The development of Social psychology basically took place in the us. [...] It’s in
the us, between the 20s and the 40s, that social psychology was established as an au-
tonomous discipline, using the experimental method in its growth.

The whole references in our sample form 3 important themes which character-
ize “America” as it is evoked:

— first, it is presented as a land of sanctuary for European social psychologists
trying to escape from the mounting extremism of the thirties in Europe;

— next, it is presented as a land of sanctuary for an entire discipline, i.e., the
place where it ultimately established itself, where its first publications and con-
ferences took place, where the first university departments were created, but
also the site of innovation for various schools of research (such as behav-
iourism, the theory of instincts, research on racial prejudice, group dynamics,
the new look etc.);

— finally, its specific social and economic conditions (i.e., social and commu-
nity problems, industrial development etc.) make it appear as a land of predilec-
tion for the object of the young discipline.

In light of these quotes, social psychology appears as having a distinctly
American physiognomy as far as its social, political and epistemological con-
texts of birth and emergence are concerned. Nevertheless, our sample high-
lights that this physiognomy is also quite ambivalent when it comes to its role
in the history of social psychology. What underlies this ambivalence is a form
of comparison (whether it is explicit or not) between America and Europe and
a fortiori between two different histories and two different social psychologies.
This comparison sometimes looks as a criticism®.

As far as this comparison is concerned, we have singled out two key issues:
~ first of all, the birth of the discipline — whether in terms of archaeology, et-
ymology or instrumentation of ideas — is, mainly situated in Europe, particu-
larly in France and Germany, rather than America. The following few extracts
give a glimpse of this underlying antagonism:

[1963] Whether they want it or not, whether they are aware of it or not, American “so-

cial scientists” picked up the main themes of a human science that had developed in
Europe and more particularly in France since the 17 century.
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[1968] If, in its origins and fundamental developments, social psychology is above all
an American discipline, the term itself was used for the first time, almost simultane-
ously, in Germany and France, as Stoetzel has shown.

[1993] Of Gabriel Tarde, another pioneer, it should first be recalled that he is the cre-
ator of the very term social psychology in 1898, ten years before McDougall in the us.

— secondly, in terms of theoretical presuppositions (loss of interest in theory,
ignorance of European scholars, over-generalization of results) and methodolo-
gies (experimental vs. descriptive approach) of the American social psycholo-
gy, something of a gap has been created between the present, and in some way,
the future of this discipline (although, for our authors, the notion of “present”
depends on the chronology of the publication of textbooks). However, it is at
this level that the premises of a form of underlying diachronic critique con-
cerning the American social psychology lie, as it is suggested by the following
extracts:

[1986] However, given the concrete conditions of the development of this tendency in
the us, such an infatuation easily lead to the unilateral development of social psychol-
ogy; not only did one lose interest in theory, but the very idea of a social psychological
theory was to be very much compromised.

[1999] The fact that social psychology is above all American imposes other limitations
on the interpretation of results. Subjects from the American population, who partici-
pate in experiments, are, quite obviously, not representative of the world population.
And yet we know that people of different cultures will not necessarily give the same
meaning to identical experimental situations.

We remind the reader that the most frequently mentioned scholars and the
most consensual ones have already been discussed elsewhere (cf. Pétard,
Kalampalikis, Delouvée, 2001). Yet, it is quite interesting to consider these re-
sults as relevant for our current issue. Among the ten m0st representative schol-
ars™ (mentioned in at least one quarter of the sample that contained a total of
approx. 700 names of authors), 6 are Europeans, while among the ten #zost fre-
quently mentioned scholars”, 7 are European. The quantitative perspective on
the references to scholars whose works have more or less fundamentally influ-
enced the discipline shows similar results: the majority of references point to-
ward Europe. There is indeed no need to mention the suggestive power of
these names, especially when they arise as they do from the history of a disci-
pline, and within a specific literary and academic genre, the textbook, whose
target readers are the student population.

Rather than highlighting the signs of an anti-American ot, conversely, pro-
European sentiment here, we are much more concerned with showing that the
history of social psychology, or indeed the history of any discipline, is not im-
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mune from the epistemological differences of the present nor the socio-eco-
nomic variables that have influenced its development in the geographical con-
texts of its birth and emergence. The “America-Europe” pairing illustrates this
idea of a history and a discipline that is eventually pained by trying to plant
both feet firmly on the ground. In light of these results, we get the feeling that
eventually each of the two continents will look to become the main owner of
the “borrowing” and make the other the debtor. This tension comes as an echo
of recent discussions in the history of social sciences, and notably in social psy-
chology, about the heritage and influence of Gordon Allport’s chapter (1954)
and the attribution of American origins to social psychology (cf. Apfelbaum,
1993; Farr, 1996; Good, 2000; Lubek, Apfelbaum, 2000; Lubek, 2000). This
question, already explored (cf. Cartwright, 1979; Collier, Minton, Reynolds,
1991), is re-exposed here in order to be applied to our body of work.

We return now to the guideline questions of this research. We have so far
traced a large geographical and historical map of the discipline on two conti-
nents, both of them relevant for its past, its present and its future. But what
evidence do we have of its urban and institutional record? In which towns and
in which institutions of these continents were the developments of social psy-
chology presented and staged?

3
Cities and Institutions: Chicago or MmIT?

A number of cities will be recognizable along the way. What role (or roles) do
they play in our sample? Are they characterized by a national reference? Are
they named in a historical or social context? Are they simply convenient la-
bels? Some seem to be effaced by the prominence of the institutions they ac-
commodate. Others seem to merge with the schools of thought that have come
through them.

3.1. Chicago: One and Many

The “Cities” collection, first of all, is made up of a list of cities from all over
the world. Ten chapters of the 26 making up our sample do not mention any
city. A little less than half, then, chose to write a history of social psychology
without any specific setting™, It is a matter of history of ideas after all. Science,
by definition, knows no frontiers; there is no Tuscan or English law of gravity
~ although there are different representations of this law. Social psychology
seems to be seen here through the lens of “hard” science, in its search for uni-
versal laws independent of any locus of discovery.

Are cities mentioned as reflections of discoveries, inventions and cre-
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ations? As such, the most frequently mentioned cities are Paris, Chicago,
Princeton, Dartmouth and Berlin. A great majority of the other cities men-
tioned are European but appear only once in a chapter: they are mentioned
anecdotally and with little connection to the history of social psychology.

Chicago is the only typical® city in our sample: it is mentioned 9 times in 7
texts. Instead, Paris, though mentioned 23 times, is actually mentioned 20
times by [1999c] in reference to works mentioned in the text rather than
grouped at the end of the book or the chapter™. Chicago is referred to in 3 dis-
tinct ways. Firstly, the name of the city is used as a convenient label for works
or for researchers in reference to a school of thought called the “Chicago
School”. Secondly, it is related to the famous research at the Western Electric
Company factories (which were actually located in Hawthorne, near Chicago;
of Pétard, Kalampalikis, Delouvée, 2001). Finally, it refers to a (more or less
remarkable in the history of social psychology) place or event:

[1980] Mayo’s first works at Western Electric were barely published when a significant
book for Social Psychology came out of Chicago, Mind, self and society, by George

Herbert Mead.
[1997] And so in 1932 Thurstone came out with the first attitude scales used to meas-

ure the opinions of 266 Chicago students on the gravity of several crimes.

Except for Chicago, the chapters in our sample makes little reference to cities.
Tt appears that the history of social psychology is not rooted in any cities in par-
ticular. If this is the case, shall we think that institutions, loci of production and
dissemination of knowledge, play a more important a role than a mere geo-
graphic place? It is noticed that for some authors the location of prestigious
institutions is of secondary importance. Readers are supposed to know or to
guess that the New School for Social Research, among other examples, is lo-
cated in New York City. As previously mentioned, a total or partial homonymy
between city and institution appears in these introductory chapters of text-
books. If social psychology and its history are not rooted in any particular
cities, will institutions play this role?

3.2. Phantom Institutions

Whereas the “Cities” collection is made up of a long list of cities related to the
“Institutions” collection, the “Institutions” collection itself was constructed
directly from the sample. It is made up of expert societies, teaching establish-
ments (universities and schools), research centers and international organisa-
tions. The collection was created by searching the sample directly using vari-
ous key-words (such as “university of” or “institute of”) and integrating the re-
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sults into the already existing list of institutions. Similarly to the “Cities” col-
lection, which only consists of very few representatives, the “Institutions” col-
lecFion shows that 9 chapters of the 26 used include no reference to any insti-
tution. Among these 9 chapters, 4 do not contain any representative from the
“Cities” collection either (cf. supra). It indeed seems to be a matter of the man-
ner in which history is written here. Authors choose to appeal to cities and in-
stitutions for support when writing about the history of social psychology — or
they don’t. Let’s note that the 9 chapters which made no appeal to institutions
in their description of the history of social psychology were published between
1954 and 1999. Thus, it seems that this trend is constant over time: in this re-
spect no evolution is noted in the way of writing the history of the discipline.
Thus, referring to institutions depends entirely on the authors.

. As opposed to these 9 chapters, the other 17 do refer to institutions. The
institutions mentioned may be divided into two subsets, of almost equivalent
size, according to the continent where they belong: North American (n = 37)
and European institutions (n = 36). More than three quarters (78.38%) of
North American institutions are university centers as opposed to about 60%
of the European ones. The remaining institutions are expert societies or inter-
national organisations”. When it comes to the distribution of the “Institu-
tions” collection, two elements are salient: on one hand, several institutions
(< 6) are mentioned in almost all the chapters and, on the other, 2 of the chap-
ters refer, respectively, to 35 and 36 references (significantly more than the oth-
ers).

When the chapters mention only one institution, one could suppose that
this unique reference carries a particular importance which the author wishes
to stress. Instead, one reads in [1963a]: «It is difficult to judge the state of so-
cial psychology in such and such a country, at such and such a time, without
establishing a comparison with other disciplines referred to as “social sci-
ences”». Let’s take a look at the recent history of the science of economics. In
19451947 the decisive work of von Neumann and Morgenstern was published
in Princeton: Theory of games and economic bebaviour [1963al. Even if the the-
ory of games played an important role in social psychology and allowed much
research, the mention of Princeton seems to act as a scientific caution for this
book. Moreover, we don’t know if this author was not simply referring to the
city of Princeton®.

By contrast, two scholars make extensive references to institutions (> 35).
Do they write history in a different way? The first of them [1996] mentions 35
institutions. This chapter is presented in a quite different manner: it uses mark-
ets. The targeted readers are students: the markers provide them with synthet-
ic information on major facts, dates and scholars. This scholastic view of his-
tory is far from the historical approach and very pragmatic in terms of teach-
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ing dates, places, and names of scholars and theories before the exams. For ex-
ample, in [1996]: «Jerome Bruner. Professor at Oxford University in Great
Britain, then at Harvard, then professor of psychology at the New School for
Social Research — his work in the area of social perception and cognition (1991)
profoundly influenced the development of the cognitive sciences».

The informative content regarding institutions is slight, if there at all.
There is only a list of universities and research centers and institutions seem to
be considered as a mere crossing point: “institution X welcomes researcher
Y”. It’s more like a list of train stations, one after another. In the end, one is
left with more questions than answers.

The references made in [1996] may be grouped into three categories: na-
tional references, references to institutional affiliations, and, references to Kurt
Lewin.

The most numerous references in this chapter, which is part of a Canadi-
an textbook, are made to Canadian universities. This may be explained by the
organisation of research and of universities of social psychology in Canada
through the creation of professorships. Example: «Canadian social psycholo-
gy seems to have taken root mainly in three Anglophone departments, those
of McGill University, the University of Toronto and the University of Alber-
ta». «The first course in social psychology in French was given in 1942 at the
Institut de psychologie (now the psychology department of the Université de
Montreal)». Secondly, this chapter refers to the scholars’ positions within in-

stitutions, without further justification or explanation, such as, “the presti-
gious Harvard University”, for example, now chaired by X or we are told that
Y has moved to “Smith College, in Massachusetts” or that “Stanford Univer-
sity” now welcomes Z. Lastly, this chapter mentions s institutions related to
Kurt Lewin (he is the only researcher with such a number of institutions relat-
ed to his name): Institute of Psychology at Berlin University (1), University of
Towa (2), Research Center for Group Dynamics (3), Massachusetts Institute of
Technology/MIT (4), University of Michigan (5). It is also interesting to note
that the highest number of occurrences for one institution in our sample (more
precisely in the 17 chapters that mentioned an institution) is 8: the “Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology” is mentioned 8 times in 5 chapters.
More precisely, the reference to the MiT is related to Kurt Lewin and the
Research Center for Group Dynamics, which he founded:

[1979] At the same time, a Research Center for Group Dynamics, at MIT, was estab-

lished under the direction of Kurt Lewin.

[1984] Several psychologists see Lewin as the founder of modern social psychology. Af-
ter fleeing the Nazis in Germany, he founded, in 1945, the Research Center for Group
Dynamics, at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology.
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[199§a] Kurt Lewin, professor at the Institute of Psychology of Berlin (1924), at the Uni-
versity of Iowa (1935), then founder of the Research Center for Gr )
Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) (1944).

oup Dynamics at
Finding the date of the creation or founding of a laboratory is always a deli
cate mater. The act of birth itself is not usually accompanied by a girth ce ;
tl'flcat.e and when the laboratory has to move, records always suffer. Sciene _
historian must then be careful (cf. Delouvée, 2000) and can only su.g est hCe
pothes'es supported by existing evidence. Lewin (1945) in an article desgcribiri] -
the act'lvities of the center and justifying its affiliation with the mrT. did not iVg
a precise date for its creation. According to Cartwright «the fou)ndin ofgthe
Center may be dated as during the academic year 1944-194s5, when KurfLewis
went to the Massachusetts Institute of Technology» even t};ough «the origina-
tion of the idea of such a Center [...] occurred some time before that» (gI 8
p- 3). These examples show, then, that it is more a question of inaccuraci }915 ’
of totally erroneous information. et
The numerous references to the Canadian universities of Toronto and
McGill are not representative of the whole sample since they all come from the
same Canadian textbook [1994]. In turn, the example of Lewin shows us a
close association between an institution and a researcher. Yet, from the other
examples, it seems that cities and institutions act only as labels) Can it be said
then, that it is only scholars who are of interest? | -
L.et’s now look at the relationship between the scholars and the spaces
mentioned in our sample — countries, cities, institutions — to which the
related, from which they fled or where they worked. T

4
Major Scholars and Their Solitude

How are scholars — those mentioned in the sample and, therefore, those who
have left their mark on the history of social psychology — presenteé? Are their
names related to those of a city, a country or an institution? The textl;ook read
er may hope to discover both the scholars and how their work takes form asa r —
SLfllt ;)lf their affiliation to such and such institution or expert society, or as a resui
i(; 1F\ixt/y zfli }t]h:‘ireic; :ri;i who they encounter. Qne would also expect to gain a famil-
‘ » 1 not some understanding of them — or at least some clues —
surrounding how a school of thought comes about, gains ground, and develo
The above mentioned institutions must have had a life, a rninci adjustmenlz: '
Whet'her necessary or inspired, involving the same people who };ave reco nis-,
ably influenced the development of social psychology. How are these coniec-
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tions, between scholars and institutions, between scholars and cities or coun-
tries, shown in the sample? Are their activities described? If so, which ones?

4.1. Those Ethereal Creatures

This brings our attention to the typical scholars”. For the sake of precision in
comparisons, we exclude those who lived in antiquity, up to 1850 (9 in total, in-
cluding Plato and Aristotle), because when their names are mentioned in rela-
tionship with geographic locations, this cannot, of course, be compared with
the case of the ones who lived after 1850, when the organisation of research and
of universities was beginning to develop as we still know it today.

Of the 37 most significant of these scholars, only 16® are accompanied by
details of a relationship with an organisation, a city or a country. On the other
hand, no indication of affiliation with any university, research center, other in-
stitution, or a geographic location, is given for the 21 others”. When men-
tioned, the names of these scholars is thus typically only related to the title of
awork, to the name of a method or to a theory. This could lead one to believe
that these people are pure minds, or perhaps the readers may situate them ge-
ographically thanks to their own cultural background.

References which do situate scholars typically focus on their functions and
titles in the universities where they work(ed), their moves from one university
to another, or from one country to another, as we have indicated already, but
rarely emphasize their innovative contributions in relation to place.

[1994] Fritz Heider (1896-1991), for one, left Hamburg, in Germany, and went to Smith
College, in Massachusetts, until 1947, then to the University of Kansas until the end of
his career.

Sometimes, information is given in order to understand the reason behind a
move: [1994] «Feeling the threat of the looming Second World War, Lewin,
who was Jewish, left Germany to join the University of lowa in 1935». The large
migration from Europe to the Us at the time of mounting Nazism is generally
very visible in the history of the sciences. In the chapters of our sample, how-
ever, it is very rarely expressed.

4.2. Professor at the University of...

If we enlarge our collection of scholars by taking into account not only typical
scholars but all those whose name is associated with a geographic location, the
same narrative choice is confirmed. The first and largest group shows a simple
connection between a scholar and an organisation, that is, his affiliation and,
usually, his title (X, professor at a).
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[1954a] Max Adler, professor at the University of Vienna and Marxist theorist, followed
the psychological study of this doctrine.

[1996a] Jean-Paul Codol, professor at the University of Aix-en-Provence, achieved
great notoriety, in France as well as abroad, with his work on the prp effect 1973, 1975.

Throughout these examples, it is quite clear that the organisation, to which a
scholar is affiliated, performs the function of a label only, something like the
publisher in a bibliographic reference. The university and the laboratory are
presented as places where one teaches or studies. But these are also where in-
novative research is conceived and notable papers are presented.

[1999¢] It is prudent, however, to point out that in some work, like that of Muzapher
Sherif, in 1935, at the University of [sic]** Columbia, on the creation of standards and
attitudes leading to the implementation of systematic and repetitive observation mech-
anisms, coherent with the plan of a social psychology.

References frequently underline creation or foundation. Whether our scholars
are associated with a university or move from one to another, their actions are
somewhat standard; they teach, supervise a laboratory and theses, conduct
surveys, publish, initiate studies. In general, a scholar is mentioned for a
founding act or, more precisely, a place is indicated because it corresponds to
a founding event. It can be a matter of a university: [1954a] «He [Ross] was the
first to hold a chair in social psychology, in 1899, at Stanford University, and to
publish in 1908 a work entitled Social Psychology»; a research center: [1996a]
«Kurt Lewin, professor at the Institute of Psychology of Betlin 1924, at the Uni-
versity of lowa 1935, then founder of the Research Center for Group Dynam-
ics at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) 1944»; sometimes, again,
a country, without a more specific location: [1996a] «He [Stoetzel] launched
the first opinion poll in France (1938) before founding the Institut francais
d’opinion publique».

It is interesting that the emphasis is generally placed on the act of the schol-

ar. The research center or university only appears as the passive locus of recep-
tion,

4.3. The University, the Laboratory, the Country:
Site of Reception or Just a Label?

In the history of social psychology, people move from one country to another,
from one university to another. With the exception of Lewin fleeing the
Nazism [1994], no reason is given in an effort to understand why a scholar
leayes a country or university or that he finds, apparently without difficulty, a
university position. They simply move. There is almost no mention of proac-
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tive local or national policies regarding the development of research, of poli-
tics of welcoming immigrants fleeing war or conflict, or of any socio-econom-
ic or political factors outside the discipline of “social psychology”. On the oth-
er hand, the mention of “originally from” such a city or country can incite the
reader to connect the person’s movements with historical events, without al-
ways being provided with an explanation.

[1996a] Serge Moscovici, French psychosociologist, originally from Romania, taught at
several universities (Geneva, Louvain, New York City) and was a member of the Insti-
tute for Advanced Study (Princeton) and the Center for Advanced Study in Behavioral
Sciences (Stanford).

This single example demonstrate a characteristic pattern of exposition (X,
originally from country/city/institution). It is consistent with examples from
other textbooks mentioned earlier, though in a simplified form. The names of
countries, cities and institutions constitute markers, easy to memorize perhaps,
but quite useless for questions like “how?” or “why?”.

4.4. Signs of Collective Work and the Functioning of Institutions

A richer aspect is related to the collective activities associated with an institu-
tion, a city or a country. However, most of the references (see below) to par-
ticular methods of professional practice are unique. Nevertheless, it seems use-
ful to emphasize them, by way of contrast, with what does 7ot appear in the
associations made by the authors of our sample between the personalities of
the history of social psychology and their spaces.

One finds, for example, biographical elements related to the training of a
scholar [(1986) «Kurt Lewin was trained in psychology at the Institute of Psy-
chology at the University of Berlin»], information about the functioning of in-
stitutions, such as elections [(2000) «Halbwachs was elected to the College de
France in 1941, to a new chair called “Collective Psychology”»], or affiliations
[(1999¢) «William Isaac Thomas (1863-1947), known as Albion Small, joined the
department of sociology created at the university in this city»], which antici-
pate their collective and organized work.

People seem to gather in the same place for a founding act [(1996b) «In the
first two decades of the century, Max Wertheimer 1880-1943, Kurt Koffka 1886-
1941, and Wolfgang Kohler 1887-1967, founded the School of Gestalt Psychol-
ogy in Berlin, whose name came from the word “gestalt”, meaning “the shape”
in German»], or to expose their innovative ideas at seminars or conferences
organized by expert societies. These references to a larger context enrich the
information and contrast with the image of the solitary scholar, inventor or
proponent.
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Lastly, the gathering of scholars from different countries, or research cov-
ering more than one country, or more than one period of time, show the inter-
nationality of scientific research, but are surprisingly rare: [1974] «A collection
of research which, next to previous work, is devoted to the differential study
of racial or national groups: one may mention the research of Otto Klineberg
on the differences between racial groups, social classes, national groups, which
begun in the Us and continues today, in France, in seminars of the Ecole Pra-
tique des Hautes Etudes.

In the same sense, references to debate, controversy or polemic, such as
advocated in the ideals of research, appear only once when it comes to associ-
ations of scholars and spaces: [1979] «In America, the death blow to this way
of explaining social behaviour was delivered by members of the behaviourist
school of Chicago such as Watson, Kue, Dunlop and Holt. McDougall (1908)
saw instincts as broad tendencies and oriented toward individual satisfaction
emerging from the evolutionary process.

To summarize, when the names of scholars, whether typical or not, who
marked the history of social psychology, are associated with spaces (countries,
cities or institutions), the latter are considered as mere labels, Rare examples
help us to understand (or at least to imagine) that major scholars did not work
by themselves, but within structures that were created and brought to life by
specific people, that those organisations had their own rules and habits of
practice, and that active communities did exist as well (and had the power to
accept, appoint, refuse...). The spaces that witnessed these events are mostly
universities or research centers, which are only sometimes placed in a city or a
country. Other than these rare examples, the norm of writing the history of so-
cial psychology seems to be the following: in this place, someone did some-
thing for the first time, which is quite the same model that is used on commem-
orative plaques. The vast majority of scholars, then, are not deprived of organ-
isational affiliations, but the latter simply cannot be discerned by the readers.

This “way of writing” history suggests that scholars are free from profes-
sional and social constraints in the assertive acts of creation and foundation.
Personal and collective acts, in contexts that are more or less favourable to
them and that condition their outcome, are blurred, if not left out altogether,
perhaps ignored or forgotten. Finally, it appears that our founding fathers
worked outside of any conflict or controversy, despite the fact that controver-
sy is the engine behind the development of knowledge activities. If all such in-
dications are absent — the functioning of organisations in their cultural, geo-

graphical and historical contexts — how is the novice reader to set the scene of
scientific activity?

i
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5
Discussion

If the ideas themselves are indeed immaterial,. their trar.lslatior'l in ? c'oheilir;i
and relatively autonomous sample, from the eplstemo‘logl'ca'l point o v1e:x07, that
is to say a disciplinary field, is much less so. Otherwise, it 1s‘necess§1;);ansmit_
the geographic and institutional spaces tbat become the carrﬁe‘:rs ant d tranrn
ters of a scientific school, that affirm.thls or that scho'lar,'t is o ha < (Z,
but also groups of research, laboratories, support }?ubhcatlon., in ot defi w mii
provide the conditions and the spaces for sc1'enF1f1.c produc;londan hlszeiSCi_
nation. These true spaces of the history of_ a discipline are ef: zcllce as the
pline develops and become vague in the light of'the present day. | -
We are interested in a genre of history (tha.t is, a genre particular to ks,c1eI{1
tific discourse) which is found in chapters exp.11c1t‘1y devoted to 1ft,a1lr11 text loos s
of the discipline. We have tried to be exhaustive in our study o T}slocilatep;e};t
chology textbooks published in French, post-war to the g;esent.. " e Iir; crest
in this type of publication lies in its generally very broad | sser;nEa (ﬁ and
its main target audience, that of students learning the basics o the discip ej
and of their teachers. It is also certain that these textbooks' are written in a s;:i -
cific style and that they «serve a professional group as a leg%tnlr)llatmg contliiflzmd
um o reference or mentoring tool and )are therefore inevitably presen
atory» (Lubek, 2000, p. 321). '
Ofte’?'}fee lcefl)cfice o}; t(ixts for the constitution of our sample is not, of }cloilrse, E;):
empt from criticism. How are histories of theories, copcepts or sC foieaigss I;nd
sented in other chapters of these textbooks where' various aspects, s and
themes in the discipline are treated? Hov-/ do scientific presentauor}li other
than those in textbooks, such as review arue‘les or r.nonographs, treziiI is c;h);._
Our choice thus has limits and our conclusions brmg therp.along. .everf he
Jess, our main objective has been to define a collecm{e wm‘mg1 practice o o
history of a discipline, inevitably a «mu.tuall?t» practice ilGoo },lzooof, g;:difj
that is to say constituted by the academic trajectories of the zl;l)ut li))rs‘ r?addition
ferent chapters, their sources, the presentation support (tﬁ:xt 00 h, i v
1o the tensions linked internally to t.he' object itself (social ps}}lrc h?si):;gy .0 ps
same practice is analyzed as such, variations ar'ound a theme }(]t el err};or” ’
ial psychology), without any implicit comparison with another, “superior
Cpetier” i i «counter-model”. But when the goal is to
“petter”, and without proposing a " counter el B e e B e of
find the general shape of a “model” of writing this his ofry, . 1;, the porme 2
presenting it, a reliable sample had to gather a diversity o \fvor (81
matter (more than 20 diffeﬁent authfors). ﬁmc}( lslci)srr:nso\zzget OOISICI; t.he Jace giv
i t the collection of textboo
en tﬁ, (cl:rn(ilc{clsgitc? by, the history of social psychology. About one textbook of
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every two contains a chapter devoted to the history of the discipline, which is
always presented in a chronological manner which witnesses a stable, though
half-hearted historical interest. By choosing to study historical traces of the dis-
cipline in urban, institutional or collective spaces, we discover some “usual
way” of writing it.

First, in regard to continents, we have seen a general trend to relate the his-
tory of social psychology to an East-West axis (Europe-America), which ap-
pears as a geographic and epistemological axis of tensions and to look to de-
fine those responsible (and those culpable) for the history and for the present
of this discipline. This dichotomy has produced at least two faces of the disci-
pline and still does.

Next, we must say that major cities and institutions which have contributed
to the birth and development of social psychology are almost absent of the sam-
ple. Cities are mentioned in as much as they are seats of establishments — univer-
sity, laboratory, research center, conference location — or of publishers — or a
place of where a work was published, whereas institutions appear as the places
of reception (of the great men). One presentation of history argued for a con-
ception of scientific work and of science as independent of any geographic, his-
torical, economic etc. context. Another is constrained by the context of “the
history of social psychology” that implies that there is an object (social psychol-
ogy), wrongly conceived as a subject of science, independent of any social or
historical contingence. The authors of our textbooks may give some thought to
Canguilhem (1968): «The history of science is the history of a subject that is a
history, that has a history, whereas science is the science of a subject that is not
history, that has no history». A chronology does not make history.

In the eyes of the authors of our chapters, the highest priority appears to
be the names of scholars. Considering their abundance, more than 700 in to-
tal, and above all the way in which they are used, the history of social psychol-
ogy is in its essence a history of scholars, who are very often disconnected from
their work places, from their colleagues, from the socio-political conditions in

which they worked, published and theorized the psychological and the social.
Therefore, the language used to present, imagine, recount, teach and learn the
history of social psychology appears to have a distinct style: it is a nominative
language. The past of the discipline is called up as an apologetic chronology, a
list of names and dates. These two elements together form a very specific genre
of writing designed for a particular and limited didactic purpose that may be
commonly called a marker. These reading markers correspond to a mnemon-
ic, thus ephemeral, learning system, characterized by a flagrant, yet natural, ab-
sence of references to works on the epistemology or history of the sciences. In
brief, nominative language prevails over informative language. The historical
Spaces of social psychology are its own names.
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Notes

' One can add here the filmography devoted to documenting scientific discoveries, which of-
ten feeds our memories.

> In our work the term “space” is both used in a geographical sense (continents, countries,
cities), but also symbolically (network of researchers, institutions, intellectual figures) in refer-
ence, in particular, to the works on collective memory by the historian Pierre Nora (1998).

5 This subtle difference in names for the discipline sometimes hides various schools of
thought, notably within the history of European social psychology.

4 This choice (1946 rather than 1945 or 1947) is strictly metrical. It allows periods to be divid-
ed by equal duration.

s Prospero is a discourse analysis software which allowed us to create collections of “Au-
thors”, “Cities”, and even “Institutions” which gather, in the taxonomic way of the natural sci-
ences, all the scholars, cities, and institutions cited in our corpus (cf. Chateauraynaud, 2003;
Kalampalikis, Buschini, 2002).

¢ In our sample, scholars do not often use the names “America” (n = 24) and “Europe” (n =
44). For America, they mainly use “United States” (n = 111), while for Europe, references are
shared among France (n = 70), Germany (n = 32) and England (n = 17). We should also remem-
ber that the majority of our authors are of European origin.

7 That is, “Ametica” (n = 24), or again “United States” (n = 1), “North America” (n =9),
“psa” (n =1) and “Canada” (n = 10).

# Dates in brackets refer to the publication dates of the social psychology textbooks analysed
and presented in Appendix.

9 Good’s historical analysis (2000) moderates this opposition by exposing many elements
that show the existence, as early as the nineteen twenties, of the two trends in social psychology
in the United States, and of the discussions and exchanges between them.

10 Names from the list in decreasing order: G. Tarde, W. McDougall, K. Lewin, E. Durkheim,
G. Le Bon, G. H. Mead, F. H. Allport, Plato, E. Ross, S. Moscovici.

1 Tn decreasing order: G. Tarde, K. Lewin, E. Durkheim, W. McDougall, G. Le Bon, A.
Comte, S. Moscovici, . H. Allport, S. Freud, L. Festinger.

= One of the chapters [1957] in the sample did not mention any country either.

1 Typicality means that a city is mentioned in more than 25% of the sample.

14 We have not integrated bibliographical references into our analysis, which are presented
in a separate manner at the end of chapters.

s For example: the European Association of Social Psychology, the Fondation frangaise pour

étude des problémes humains, the Société francaise de psychologie or even UNEsCO.

16 What's more, the expression «in 1945-1947>» seems strange. The first edition date is actual-
Iy 1944 and 1947 corresponds to the date of the second edition.

77 Remember that these authors, to be considered as “typical”, had to be mentioned in at
least one quarter of the 26 textbooks with a number of occurrences equal to or greater than 7.
Forty-six names were found “typical” according to this criteria.

8 These are, for the second half of the 19™ century, Wundt, G. H. Mead, then, from 1900 to
1950, Adorno, Moreno, Thurstone, Mayo, Heider, Sherif, Freud, Ross, E H. Allport, Lewin, Mc-
Dougall and, lastly, from 1950 to 2000, Stoetzel, Moscovici, Bruner.

1 For the first period, Tarde, Durkheim, Le Bon, Baldwin, Triplett; for the second, Asch, M.
Mead, G. W. Allport, Benedict, Cooley, Kardiner, Lévy-Bruhl, Znaniecki, Linton, Newcomb,
Murphy, Thorndike, for the third, and last, Gergen, Festinger, Doise and Milgram.
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» «

20 . L . L
o $0me_t1mes one sees “University of Columbia”, “University of Stanford” instead of Colum-

ia University, Stanford University... approximations translating the confusion between the (sup-
posed) name of the place and the university establishment.
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The Evolution of Social Psychology
in a Society which has Undergone Many Political
Regimes. The Case of Romania*

by Adrian Neculaw**

The paper aims at presenting the birth and development of the psychosociological re-
search in Romania, from the first reflections up to its institutionalization of today, as it
went through various political contexts. Thus, we will discuss its first manifestations
and will identify the criteria and the stages of its institutionalization. For the «commu-
nist interlude», three stages have been selected: the denial stage from the Stalinist pe-
riod, the rediscovery of identity stage corresponding to the period of brief democrati-
zation of 1964 and after, followed by a return to dictatorship in the aftermath of «tran-
scendental meditation affair». After the political changes of 1989, it followed a period
of quick reconstruction. They are exactly these reconstruction strategies of the re-
search field and formation channels that will be brought into discussion here, togeth-
er with the experiences brought about by the synchronization to the European flux
and the different «institutional constructions» such as doctoral schools, social psychol-
ogy laboratories and publications.

Key words: social psychology, Romania, identity.

The rise and development of certain reflections which were then followed bya
rigorous research in social sciences have been influenced in Romania by the
country’s contacts with the great European cultures: French, German, Italian
etc. Pompiliu Eliade (1898), one of the first Romanian comparatists, in his re-
search, at the end of the 19™ century, regarding the way in which the French cul-
ture has influenced the ideas and the public spirit of the Romanian society con-
tributing decisively to the modernization of the latter, has shown that they in-
cluded the adoption of a series of exterior forms, of behaviours and patterns, of
a way of life and of the language itself which becomes the language spoken in
the saloons of the Romanian principalities. After having established itself
through «models, new ways of life and exquisite manners», through «forms
without content» (an expression which was to become famous in Romania), the

* This paper represents a revised version of the study: La Roumanie: de Uincertitude commu-
niste aux constructions institutionnelles, in “Les cahiers internationaux de psychologie sociale”,
62, 2004, pp. 55-76.

** University of Iasi, Romania.
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French culture has succeeded in affecting the Romanian public spirit even at an
ideological level, the new stage being characterized by an active, conscientious
attitude, which determined the cultural rebirth of the country.

Depending on where they began and/or finished their education, the first

Romanian psychologists, sociologists or psychosociologists have brought in
and adapted to the social and cultural reality of Romania a number of theories,
ideas and research practices acquired in their professional formative years. Ed-
ucated in the spirit of the schools, groups or laboratories which they frequent-
ed, sometimes they have surpassed their condition of mere consumers of those
accomplishments witnessed in these research centres, becoming themselves
bearers of ideas and diligent partners widely recognized and appreciated. Not
many vears later, in the establishment of Wundt’s first laboratory of experi-
mental psychology in Leipzig, Edward Gruber, a his former student, would
have done the same thing at the University of Iasi, in 1893, successfully carry-
ing out similar research on the local population. Wundt himself highlighted
the research made by his former doctoral candidate in the field of a colourful
audition. A few years later, C. Radulescu Motru, who had also begun his ap-
prenticeship in the Leipzig laboratory, founded a similar laboratory in
Bucharest. In 1895, Alfred Binet held ten conferences regarding then new de-
velopments in the experimental psychology in Bucharest. One member of the
audience, Nicolae Vaschide, was invited to Paris, only to become one of Bi-
net’s collaborators; Vaschide would have worked the rest of his short life in Bi-
net’s and Ed. Toulouse’s laboratories publishing many papers together with
them and others such as H. Pieron, Cl. Vurpas and R. Meunier. His mono-
graphs on «the psychology of the hand» or on sleep and dreams represent true
landmarks in the development of these research fields. In a study entitled Psi-
hologia sociala. Legile psibologice ale imitatiei (The social psychology: the psy-
chological laws of imitation) (1900), to which we will return, Vaschide ex-
pressed a viewpoint, very original for his time, placing himself in opposition
with G. Tarde’s thinking, and considering imitation a psycho-social process,
an authentic interhuman relationship.

The sociologist D. Gusti, after a doctorate in Leipzig, under Wundt’s su-
pervision, established, upon his return, the well-known Bucharest School of
Sociology, using the monographic method in a research strategy which goes
back to P. Barth’s conception and Le Plaz’s model of the family monographs
(Herseni, 1971). The method of sociological monographs, as it was thought by
Gusti and put into practice together with his collaborators, intended to study
the rural places and regions. Taking into consideration four reference points —
the historical, the biological, the psychological and the cosmic — the psycho-
social ones were considered particularly significant among the manifestations
studied. The theory and the practice of Gusti’s research method enjoyed an
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important recognition during the inter-war period, since Gusti had numerous
American, French, German, Polish, Hungarian and Slovene students. Armand
Cuvillier in his Manuel de Sociologie spoke highly of this «science du présent»
which supported itself on the direct observation of social reality and the birth
of a new militant science «orienté vers ’action pratique».

In Cluj, Florian Stefanescu-Goangi, he too a former student of Wundt
founded a School of Applied Psychology — research laboratory, Institute and,
publishing house — based on his own idea, one of the main research paths be-
ing the Social-psychology. Mihai Ralea, from Iasi, one of the founders of social
psychology in Romania, was influenced by Durkheim’s «objectivismy» by the
theory of collective representations and by the idea that only by haviné access
to a set of ideas, feelings and collective beliefs, a moral «homogeneity» is
formed and social solidarity is built. His doctoral thesis, L'idée de révolution
dans les doctrines socialistes (Paris, 1923), dealt with the building of a society in
which individualism, invention, originality, commitment and responsibility be-
come the engine of social life.

X

In Search of an Identity

Born by resorting to borrowings, transfers, import of ideas and themes, at first
the Romanian social psychology asserted its originality by researching the psy—’
cho-sociological characteristics of the Romanian people. It was felt a need for
the l?uoying of a self-conception, of an evaluation of those specific features (by
making a comparison with other peoples’) of a cognitive and effective valori-
sation of the nation’s own qualities in order to be able to identify an ideologi-
cal and psychological profile of the ways of life, patterns of thought, of how
values are understood and referred to, in order to establish the most needed
reference framework.

The one who became the main pathfinder in this field of research was D.
Driaghicescu, who had taken his doctoral thesis in sociology with Durkheim
Du‘réle de l'individu dans le déterminisme social (Felix Alcan, 1904), a worl;
which was reviewed in France, Italy, Belgium and the us but never translated
and hence unknown in Romania. Because of his socialist affinities, Driaghices-
cu could not pursue a university career in Romania during his time (Constan-
tinescu, 1985) but his works influenced decisively the field of academic re-
search. Most of his books were published in French and were well-known and
§xtensively commented upon during his life, Drighicescu being considered an
innovator of the theory of social determinism (he refuted the antinomic views
lndiv%dual-society, crowds-personality, promoting instead an inclusive per-
spective in what these terms are concerned). Later on, his contributions were
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highlighted in the works of G. Sorokin, E. de Roberty, P. Bouthoul and A.

Cuvillier. His work D psibologia poporului roman (1907) marked the begin-

ning of some extremely fruitful researches regarding the identity of the Ro-

manian people. The psychology of peoples’, Draghicescu believed, has to take

into account the general conditions in which they developed (race, climate, ge-

ographical configuration, social and historical factors) and which are respon-

sible for the psycho-social and ethnic profile. Discussing the role of these fac-

tors, Draghicescu underlined the importance of social conditions: «the con-

tent of the conscience is extracted from the life of society in which it has

formed itself and it will develop. All the human conscience and thought is,

from necessity, determined by the life and the atmosphere of the social envi-
ronments. The human intelligence and «spirit» are shaped by «the kind of so-

cial activity we take part in» and are the result «of how we work and think».

By the language of present social-psychology, Draghicescu refers to the role gf
some particular context in the cognitive development of the individual and in
the shaping of his/her social representations. By applying this model to the
evolution of the Romanian people, he noticed that the Dacian society («the
first fundamental ethnic element», a people of shepherds and agriculturists
but also of fierce warriors) knew a remarkable social organization supplying
the common foundation with energy and tenacity, with impulsiveness alternat-
ing with cautiousness, with extreme intelligence and rich imagination, with du-
plicitous character and cunningness and also with self-containment. Aftfer‘ the
Roman conquest, on this fundamentals there have been engrafted a spirit of
discipline and a typical Roman capacity for organization, an intellect domina.t-
ed by the aptitude for generalization and abstraction specific of the Latin
world and of a sense of language rendered by the development of eloquence
and a preference for satire. These fundamental features were then altered by
Slavic, Turkish and Greek influences, each corresponding to the time of their
domination. The result was the establishment of a set of characteristics among
which, according to Draghicescu, were to be found: passivity, a defensive re-
signed resistance, a lack of offensive energy and courage, timid modesty and
prudent calculations, even fear. All these features sprung from the f.ea'lr of
change which was usually accompanied by a decline in the living conditions.
All these features lead to a dilution of tenacity and bravery, once induced by
the Roman character. The effect of a social life so concerned was an intensifi-
cation of evasion, an attitude of distrust in innovation and reforms, a lack of
interest for organization coming from any official administration. Converted
into conducts of evasion or splitting the self into two, these self protection re-
flexes have triggered a social philosophy, which the philosopher Lucian Blaga
later called non-co-operation with history. Draghicescu’s system of thinking
was, in time, successively amended and improved but what is important for
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our purpose here is the fact that he established himself as an original social psy-
chologist by approaching the problem of the Romanian ethnicity.

Constantin Radulescu-Motru, preoccupied in his turn with «the soul» of
the Romanian people (1910a), was trying to identify qualities and shortcomings
which he wanted to organize in a profile («unity» as he called it) validated by
the collective behaviours observed in the contemporaries. The dominant fea-
ture would be «the spirit of the group» expressed by the courage given by a
common sense of belonging and especially evident in attitude, civic discourse
and less by individual actions or deeds. The Romanian average is sensitive to
the group’s norms, to the ideal of solidarity which manifests itself by a sham
behaviour, by merely an imitative gregariousness and is not due to an actual
realization of the need for solidarity and construction. In Psébologia ciocoismu-
lui (the ciocot is the upstart who is devoid of scruples and any preoccupations
for moral values), Radulescu-Motru attempts to create a psycho-sociologic
profile of the nouveau riche by classifying all the strategies adopted by the rep-
resentatives of this social category in order to attain power. The upstart is an-
imated by «the frenzy of power, lack of an ideal and disdain for crowds». By
comparison, the industrialist represents the constructive type, being always
open to what is new and willing to accept changes. He is characterized by his
availability to consume energy and creativity in order to attain his objectives.
These early drafts would be later on developed in several papers in the psy-
chologist’s intention to work out a synthesis regarding the characteristics of the
Romanian people. In Personalismul energetic (1926), Radulescu-Motru insist-
ed on the need to raise the «individual’s consciousness», especially of those liv-
ing in a rural environment; in a basically rural country such as the inter-war
Romania was, the peasant would need such an education as to make him ca-
pable of asserting his creative personality, of unleashing the emotional energies
to form a spirit of solidarity and also of building abilities for hard work and or-
der. In Psihologia poporului roman (1937), he identified the relationship be-
tween the qualities of the Romanian people and the institutions of the time,
which he considered to be insufficiently structured and mostly incoherent. To-
ward the end of his life, he synthesized everything in a global conception on
the Romanian ethnicity, an attempt to establish a profile of the Romanian peo-
ple, insisting that the study of the ethnicity follows the identification of the his-
torical conditions of development which affects the birth of a community
awareness, and even that of unity and continuity, not to mention the fact that
they also represent a kind of size gua non condition for social reform, modern-
ization and adherence to the European spirit.

A preoccupation for the study of the psychology of the Romanian people,
as a way of establishing an ethnic profile, of building up of a national identity
and of placing Romania among the civilized countries, was not only the strict
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domain of the psychologists’ community. In these debates, a lot of sociologists,
historians, men of letters and others, have taken part, the topic being period-
ically rekindled, prompted by a series of critical historical events. Sometimes,
there was a tendency to divert these preoccupations toward an exclusivist and
aggressively fought nationalism. Unfortunately, the present purpose of this
topic does not permit us to go deeper into the subject matter.

2
The Establishment of the Romanian Social Psychology.
Stages and Institutionalization

When we deal with the problem of institutionalization of the Romanian sqcial
psychology, we refer to the moment when this type of res§arch acquired
enough authority and consistency to penetrate the academic fleld as a coher-
ent corpus of acquisitions and systematizations capable of determining recog-
nition from those who work in social sciences and also from those who are in-
fluent in the formation of the curricular policies. What follows, refers to the
strategies employed by our subject matter to assert itself, as it came from sqci-
ology and psychology, to the first empirical research of this kigd, and especial-
ly to the institutionalized development, when the first university courses were
introduced and the first manuals published.

2.1. The Stages in the Development of the Romanian Social Psychology

A first attempt to identify and describe the development of social psychology
in Romania was done by a group of professors from Bucharest and Tasi in 1984.
It was a difficult moment for the social sciences in Romania, due to the ubig-
uitous presence of the totalitarian regime. In spite of the fact that there was a
fierce censorship which drastically supervised everything was published in the
field, in the book we are going to mention, there are no serious concessions
made to the standards of scientific objectivity. The coordinator of this co]l.ec-
tive volume, Ana Tucicov-Bogdan, attempted a first chronological classifica-
tion of the Romanian social psychology. After a phase prior to the scientific re-
flection — one of intuitive realization and description of some features and con-
ducts of life present in the writings of some historians and analysts of the so-
cial life — Ana Tucicov-Bogdan took into account five stages in the develop-
ment of our field: ) the stage of the first theoretical fundamentals of the Ro-
manian social psychology which began at the end of the 19® century and er}d-
ed in the first years of the Great War. This was the period whe'n the Romanian
experimental psychology started too, and some of these experiments were rel-
evant for observing the impact of social life on the psychic processes and on
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the individual conscience; b) the second stage belongs to the systematic obser:-
vations and generalization of the accumulating data in the field of social facts.
This was a period in which the object of this subject matter became clearer, in
which some methods specific for the social psychology were used (the tests of
social attitudes, the questionnaires for the measurement of the individuals’ so-
cial behaviours, tests of character, the first field experiments in the psycholo-
gy of advertisement of honesty, of testimony) also including here some tech-
niques of processing and statistical interpretation of the obtained data. This
stage comprises the period from the Great War, up to the end of the War
World 1, together with the beginning of the Soviet domination and of the
regime installed by the Urss. This is the stage in which the first systematic re-
search in social psychology is organized in which we witness the affirmation of
autochthonous psycho-social thinking, in which all sorts of theories and ap-
proach models are elaborated; ¢) after the instalment of the new regime, we
have a stage of «decline and crisis of the Romanian social psychology», the ide-
ological pressure and the dogmatic thinking being the cause for the withdraw-
al of the status of science bestowed on social-psychology, and even of its legit-
imization among the other psychological subject matters; d) in 196, after the
o™ congress of the Romanian Communist Party, we witnessed a period of rel-
ative normality (these were the first years of Nicolae Ceausescu, when he man-
aged to «conquer», through his so-called independence toward the Soviet
Union, many Western governments) the research in social sciences undergo-
ing then years of revival: the rediscovery of once top domains, the surveys and
research in some others, which were favoured by the regime, the publication
of monographs and studies, the translation of significant works. This was a
time which created the illusion that things would get better and the Romanian
psycho-sociology would become synchronous with the development regis-

tered in the western world; e) the stage after 1975 is characterized by a period
of consolidation and expansion when our subject matter accedes to the status

of applied social science. In the book, the diagnosis for this period is a vague-

ly positive one, with a dose of cautiousness, because we have to remember it

was published in a time of intense megalomania on the part of the regime. In

reality, a period of constraints and control of the research topics had begun,

including here the publications and the fact that Tucicov-Bogdan’s book did

appear, can be considered an achievement in itself.

A recent attempt to identify the evolutionary stages of the Romanian so-
cial psychology belongs to Professor S. Chelcea, from the University of
Bucharest (2002). After having examined a number of manuals and encyclo-
pedias each coming from its own classification on the evolution of social psy-
chology, and after having cautiously evoked the artificial character of any such
enterprise, he goes on to distinguish the following five stages which the Ro-
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manian social psychology traversed. A mention should be made, about the
classical period has been comprised «due to the fact that the communist
regime forbade both the psycho-sociological research and the teaching of so-
cial psychology in universities, during 1950-65». This situation which was more
or less familiar to other East European countries, was responsible for an
anachronism from the modern period, determining a lack of synchronicity
and a deley in the development of our subject matter. The lack of synchronic-
ity, Chelcea mentions, concerns both the selection of research topics (often
imposed by the ideological actors) and the methodology used in the research.
Even when the academic legitimacy of the social-psychology was recognized,
after the hiatus registered between 1950-65, «the research directions, the study
problems, and even the investigation methods, for ideological reasons, have
been desynchronized and consequently, have triggered the lag of social psy-

chology in Romaniax.

2.2. The Institutionalization of the Romanian Social Psychology

The psycho-sociological ideas have entered Academia, at first by means of
those historians, sociologists, psychologists or publicists who were in favour of
socialist ideas. One reputed historian, a professor at the University of Iasi, con-
sidered to be one of the founders of modern history in Romania, was A. D.
Xenopol, who described the general psychic characteristics of the Romanians,
anticipating in this way, Wundt’s ideas regarding the psychology of peoples
(Ana Tucicov-Bogdan). In a series of conferences held in 1908 in front of the
students at the Collége de France, he presented his theory about the unity and
continuity of the Romanian people by appealing to psycho-social arguments:
the cultural and spiritual community, the awareness of fraternization given by
a common language and a collective power, the will for independence.

Another academician, the sociologist C. Dimitrescu-lasi, also a favourer of
socialist ideas and whose contributions have been posthumously collected un-
der the title of Studii de psibologie sociala (1927), militated for the need of an
ideal and the right to happiness by analyzing the social realities and the collec-
tive motivations.

N. Vaschide’s study on the psychosociological laws of imitation and which
we mentioned before, published in French and immediately translated into
Romanian, was born out of a critical analysis of G. Tarde’s theory and ex-
pressed an original position which had a deep impact on the debut of social
psychology in Romania. Vaschide thought that in Tarde’s famous study about
the imitation laws, one could notice «a fall into multiple extremes», among
which he mentioned: the genesis of social life seen as being determined by an
unconscious imitation, the reduction of the causes of imitation to pleasure, or
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the explanation of innovation as the product of randomness, Imitation is a
phenon.lenon of a psychosocial nature, Vaschide thought, it is dependent on
the environment but also related to the tendency of human nature to change
to modify and thus of bringing into play the Self; what is important Vaschi%ie’
thought, was the scientists’ realization that the variation in imitatioil was due
to the interaction between individual and society.

The recognition of social-psychology as an autonomous science has led it
be aFf:epted as an academic subject matter. At the three main Romanian uni-
versities of Bucharest, Cluj and Iasi (each of these cities represents the former
capital of the three main Romanian provinces out of which the Romanian state
was born) the social psychology was granted a status of independent subject
matter and was treated not as a prolongation of general psychology but as an
autonomous science emancipated from the tutelage of its neighbours, After
having published several papers in our field, D. Draghicescu, who, at that
point, held the title of zitre des conférences, was also the first ’to hax;e a per-
manent course on social psychology at the University of Bucharest. Even to.
day, the outline of the course and the Opening Lesson dated 12 November
1904, is carefully preserved. The dominant topic of this first conference was the
£olef Qf social relationships in the edification of human conscience and of the

spirit” of each individual: psychology cannot remain a science concerned
with the.biological individual, it has to depart from the narrow mechanistic
perspective, it must prove the social and historical determination of the mem-
bers of society, to emphasize «the social form and the modality of social
groups» to which the individual belongs. The individual cannot evolve but
t}'lro.ugh Interaction as «the human brain atrophies when deprived by any so-
cial 1nteraFtion>>. Draghicescu’s lecture contained data and materials gathered
from the fields of anthropology, sociology, history, biology and ethnic psychol-
ogy and was determined to give shape to «a scientific way of thinking for the
young people as concerns the facts and psychosocial processes found in the
life of the community». This first academic lecture on social psychology is im-
Pressed today by the consistency of information it displays, by the construc-
tion and the force of the demonstrations contained, by the erudition and
modernity of the argumentation (Tucicov-Bogdan er al., 1984).
After Draghicescu left the department, the course was taken by C,

James and Janet), Radulescu-Motru thought that, next to the individual psy-

:hology, stoodvthe collective psychology. The latter, in turn, would comprise,
OEC(})lrdmg to Radulescu-Motru, the social psychology («the social productions
the soul» — language, customs, religion and art) the ethnic psychology and
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the psychology of social class. The social psychology topics approached in the
lecture are: the genesis of conscience, the interdependence of individual con-
sciences, the social life, the evolution of human culture from a psychosocial
perspective, the creation of symbols and language. But the psychosocial lode
is to be also found inside the chapters of general psychology: motivation is seen
as emanating from those values having a psychosocial nature, conscience is «a
manifestation of the interconnected lives of the individuals». The impact of so-
cial life upon individuals is seen as having a major importance according to the
following principles: 4) the social life penetrates the individual psychic life and
transforms it thoroughly, among the outcomes being an elaboration of social
symbols; b) taking part in social life contributes to the elaboration of some sys-
tems of interhuman communication; ¢) the social experience favours the dis-
covery of social causalities and the relationship among external stimuli; 2) the
social individual discovers, by means of interacting with the others, the effects
of common activities; ¢) the social life determines the transformation of indi-
vidual activities in cultural and institutional activities. Moreover, the social
practice affords the individual the opportunity to compare him/herself with
the others, the chance to analyse their manifestations and to elaborate some
methods of interaction. Ana Tucicov-Bogdan believes she has discovered in
Motru’s theory, a mixture of «excessive pessimism» (the outcome of his belief
that the social life repeats itself inside an eternal individual) and «an exagger-
ated optimism» in what concerns the individual’s development under the ben-
eficial influence of social life.

In Iasi, the city in which the first Romanian university was founded (in
1860), the one who best represented our field was the sociologist Mihai Ralea.
Influenced by Durkheim’s theory but also by Pierre Janet, Mihai Ralea held
the first lecture of social psychology at the University of Iasi during the aca-
demic year of 1930-31. Even before this feat, in his work, Formarea ideii de per-
sonalitate (1924), Ralea advanced the idea according to which conscience and
eventually the whole human personality formed itself by incorporating all the
information coming from «the exterior social reality» or out of the «opinion
of the environment we belong to» and which provide us with «social scheme
of class, of profession or of club». In other words, «society produces individ-
uals by differentiation» while the collectivity represents «the framework and
reality out of which the notion of individual detaches itself from the histori-
cal evolution». In his study, Psibologie si Vieata (1926) he once more maintains
that personality is nothing but the product of a long socio-historical evolution
which changes depending on the influences of social life. I will highlight on-
ly two of his ideas: in the contemporary world, Ralea thinks, conflicts do not
appear as brutal, physical entities but are carried out as «psychological
fights», a situation in which «the exact knowledge of the emotional reality of
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the enemy cannot be neglected any longer»; «to gather together partisans, to
make propaganda, to oppose the adversary by exploiting his gaps and mis-
takes means to make psychology that is to enter social relations other than by
resorting to violence». His course on Social Psychology was published in 1931,
as a university manual, printed by one of his assistants. The eighteen lectures
(190 pp.) comprising the course, deal with the influence of society upon the
human psyche, with language as a means of social interaction, with what he
called «the crowd condition», with social deviancy, social groups, social inter-
action, philanthropist feelings, with the intellectual fundaments of inter-indi-
vidual relationships, with the influence exerted by eminent individuals (he-
roes, geniuses, chiefs, commanders), the non-integrated individuals (the social
nomadism, bohemian, paranoia) and with the different categories of «de-
viants» (the anarchist, the murderer, the revolutionary). Two main ideas seem
to dominate this course: the first one is that within the process of socializing,
the human individual is shaped by his social environment, she/he transforms
continuously under the influence of those particular life and environmental
conditions affirming him/herself by engaging in specific interpersonal rela-
tionships (imitation, suggestion, solidarity, prestige, cooperation) and by col-
lective psychosocial productions — language, art, religion, ethics. Although
clearly influenced by Durkheim’s theory, Ralea does not reduces social influ-
ence only to constraint but amplifies it by the development of the idea of a
bonus sanction: society encourages social creation and innovation by promot-
ing social success as a privileged psychosocial relationship, by recognizing the
successful actions and promoting those which brought about important con-

tributions. The second main idea is that the crowd condition leads to a dilu-

tion of personality, to an impoverishment of individual psychic life and the ex-

pansion of collective emotions (feelings) developed by imitation, cognitive
contagiousness and psychical pressure. The later version of his course held at
the University of Bucharest after War World 11, during the university year of
1945-46, announces Ralea’s orientation toward political engagement on the

side of the new regime. The authentic human individual, he maintains right

from the introduction is determined by material conditions existing in his life

and the relationships existent in society. Of major interest for the social psy-

chology, Ralea believes, is the study of three types of connections: the relation-

ship between individuals and society seen as a whole, the inter-individual re-
lationships with those by which the individual influences society. The social

environment amplifies the ideas and the feelings of the person, making her

communicate and express herself and engage herself in different social roles

and also participate in collective psychosocial processes. Thus individual con-

science is formed and public opinion crystallized, the latter created by the at-
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titudinal unity of the individuals. In this way, one can sustain a value pro-
gramme promoted by a certain social class by a state of «social revolution».
At the University of Cluj, Florian Stefanescu-Goanga, held a course on so-
cial psychology during the academic year of 1939-40. This course, identified
and analyzed by Ana Tucicov-Bogdan, and the only testimony we have on the
status of social psychology at the Transylvanian University, distinguishes itself
by the following features: a modern academic structure, the inclusion of then
recent theories in it, «the personal effort of synthesis as well as the original in-
terpretation of the studied phenomena». Among the things discussed, one
could remark: the mass vs. public opinion, primary-secondary groups, the mo-
tivation of action and social conduct, the growing-up process and the process
of learning, social interaction, its forms (competition, conflict) and its mecha-
nisms (imitation, suggestion, sympathy) the process of socializing and its cog-
nitive side and the social adaptation of the individual. The problem of social
interaction occupies more than half of the page 242 of the text as the social be-
haviour of the individuals is analyzed as a social and humanization mechanism,
as a way for interpersonal influence by its forms and effects as a way of social
becoming of personality. Ana Tucicov-Bogdan considered this course to be the
most elaborated manual of its time but not the most “applicative” and mod-
ern. As social psychology was being taught in Cluj not only to the students of
Philosophy but also to those studying at the faculties of Arts, Law and Medi-
cine, Stefanescu-Goanga’s course enjoyed an ample scope, and a surprising
modernity. The individual was treated as a dynamic whole, as a beneficiary of
the social heritage, but actively oriented toward the present social environ-
ment, actively interacting with it, by imitation, competition, cooperation, cog-
nitive socialization and social accommodation. What is worth mentioning is
the fact that in analyzing human interaction, Stefinescu-Goanga did not resort
to concepts taken from general psychology or from sociology, but made use of
a conceptual system specific to the field of social psychology in perfect harmo-
ny with the phenomena and the facts invoked. For example, the phenomenon
of social accommodation manifested itself by constraints, compromises, arbi-
tratiness, social integration, acclimatization, naturalization and adjustment
whereas assimilation is a social and psychic process, specific not only to mod-
ern societies, but also to the traditional ones, as the Romanian one was, espe-
cially in those areas in which there was a close interaction with social groups
belonging to other types of culture (as was the case of multicultural Transylva-
nia in which Romanians, Hungarians, Germans, Jews and Serbians were living
together). The evolution of this process, Stefinescu-Goanga thought, c01'11d'be
accomplished depending on many specific conditions: the power of assimila-
tion of the welcoming group, the plasticity of the person or of t.he group wel-
comed, the attitude of the assimilating group toward the assimilated one. By
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utilizing the present terminology, Goang was asking the majority group not
to hurt the dignity of the minority one or to impose it its cultural values with
brutality. The public opinion, a specific psycho-social phenomenon, forms it-
self because of the pressure of some events, because of a very powerful social
pressure connected with a significant social change. Powerful emotions are
transmitted through language, gestures, attitudes and communicate significa-
tions; they cannot be reduced to contamination or to crowd effects. Writing
this course on the eve of War World 1, in that atmosphere of immense pres-
sure on Romania, Goangi courageously comes with the idea that human forces
from all over the world should unite by «communication» and oppose this ter-
rible provocation. Finally, his theory about the social environment can be an-
alyzed by comparison to what we understand today by context. The social en-
vironment can be subjective, influencing the individual by its dominant values,
by its scientific and philosophical conceptions (today, we would call them ide-
ological values) while «the spiritual atmosphere» acts by transmitting the com-
mon experience, the traditions of the particular group, the interactions of the
individuals (here are the social practices). The social environment can be stud-
ied in relation to the structure and the size of social groups with the institu-
tionalized social forms and with the socio-cultural content internalized by the
individuals.

The Institute of Psychology in Cluj founded and managed by Stefanescu-
Goanga, played a significant role in the establishment of the experimental
method in Romanian psychology, including here the psychosociological re-
search. In his Adptarea sociali (1938), Goanga and two of his collaborators re-
sorted to social surveys and statistics and carried out their own research on the
Romanian reality. They analyzed the main forms of unsuitableness (the crimes,
the suicides, and the mental disturbances), trying to prove that the phenome-
non of unsuitableness did not depend only on the biopsychic constitution, age
and sex, but also on the environment (cosmic and social) in which his subjects
were placed. ‘

In Psibologia atitudinilor sociale, cu privire speciali la romini (1941), A.
Chircev, another member of the Cluj group, developed a strategy of research
of attitudes: the determination of social attitudes, their formation, develop-
ment and changes and the critical analysis of the methods used to measure
them. Chircev used «an opinion test» to measure the attitudes toward tradi-
tion-progress (by adapting Thurstone’s technique) and elaborated a tool for
the differentiated study of the attitudes toward the church, nationalism-inter-
nationalism and tradition-progress. He identified a common factor for meas-
ured attitudes (tradition-progress), a factor which determined global behav-
iours, integrated within the social values. The homogeneity and consistency of
this general factor made Chircev conclude that the dominant attitudes of the
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Romanian are religiosity and nationalism, manifested by social and cultural
conformism, at the group level as well as at the institutional level.

3
The Communist Interlude: Negation, Rediscovery, Stagnation

After the occupation of Romania by the Soviet Army, a new political regime
was installed in 6™ March, 1945, a regime which, while totally controlled by the
great eastern power, subordinated, in its turn, the whole state institutions, in-
cluding here the educational system. The imitation of the Soviet model of staff
formation became a priority and thus the cultural, social, economical and po-
litical changes modified the entire cultural and social context, affecting the life
of society as a whole. Among the measures taken, one should identify: the na-
tionalization of the main means of production, the instauration of a single par-
ty, the destruction of the old intellectual élite, the installation of the new ide-
ology which proclaimed the superiority of the Soviet science, art and culture,
the transformation of the educational institutions in propaganda centres with
the only purpose of building a new society and a «new type of man», loyal to
the new power and willing to fight the previous ideological model and its rep-
resentatives. In March 1945, in Monitorul Oficial the first list with the forbid-
den publications was issued. Three years later, the list had 522 pages and in-
cluded over 2.000 titles. By this time, cleansings were in full swing. Among the
institutions targeted were also the universities where many professors were
taken away from and arrested. The educational reform of 1948 had as its offi-
cial purpose the democratization of schools but in actual facts, instead of a
modern school with recognized merits and achievements, another type of
school was devised, a vast laboratory where there had to be moulded this «<new
type of man». The so-called «democratization» started with the elimination
from the system of those teachers and students whose political convictions
were different from those ones in power. The selection of a new stuff to teach
in universities and high schools had a whole new set of criteria in mind: the
candidate was required to have a «good social origin» (meaning to have par-
ents and possibly even grandparents people who didn’t hold power in the f01'r—
mer regime, preferably poor, uneducated and from the lower stratum of soci-
ety) as to ensure the «purity» of the newly formed é/ize. All this happens whl‘le,
from the high school and academic curricula, subject matters such as Latin,
the Theory of Literature, Sociology, Psychology, Logics and Genetics were
completely abandoned and the perfectiveness of the teaching stuff meant ac-
tually their political and ideological indoctrination.
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3.1. The Period of the Romanian Stalinism:
the Expulsion of the Social Sciences from the University

The first years of the new regime were the most difficult for the intellectual
élite of Romania because this is when the toughest measures were taken to en-
sure a total ideological and institutional control. These are also the years of
academic political cleansings. In Iasi, several professors were demoted, fired
and some were even imprisoned. In a recent study, this period marked by in-
tense tensions and conflicts («excesses, abusing, illegalities») is characterized
as a «pathological reality» (Momanu, 2003). The author of this study, by ana-
lyzing archive documents (official reports, proceedings, accounts etc.), comes
to the conclusion that all these texts betray a «reality marked by incoherence,
aberrations and contradictions». An atmosphere of sheer terror reigned
supreme. The weeded out professors tried to defend themselves, some were
even backed up by their colleagues but to no avail. A number of twenty-nine
professors were fired. Thus, important thinkers, heads of departments and
schools, were removed and replaced with poor qualified individuals but who
were faithful to the new regime. Later, some of the prestigious names were re-
hired but others were never taken back. As we said before, not only they were
sacked but some of them were sent to work in quarries, some were deported
or imprisoned for life.

The ones who managed to avoid this fate and were still teaching, were
closely surveyed, watched, monitored, as not to deviate from the Marxist path.
They were more closely surveyed the teachers who were teaching subject mat-
ters considered to be more susceptible to be contaminated by the «bourgeois
ideology»: Law, History, Economics, Sociology, Philosophy, Pedagogy, even
Biology (Cosmovici, 2000). After the promulgation of the new law in 1948, the
reform meant writing new courses in the light of the Communist ideology, the
professional criterion in evaluation the teaching stuff being of course subordi-
nated to the ideological one. Control was now being exercised by the newly in-
stalled teachers of «scientific socialism», or «dialectical materialism» who of-
tentimes asked to see lesson plans well in advance in order to authorize or re-
ject them. The principle of academic autonomy was gradually abandoned, the
politicizing of academic education becoming thus complete. In universities,
people lived in a climate of unbearable terror as fear was paralyzing any sim-
ple gesture and there were constant rumours about colleagues being framed,
taken away and sent to prisons (#4:d.). The cult of Stalin was established by
now, and in some departments and faculties teachers were forced to constant-
ly highlight the important role of Stalin in the fields of history, philology, phi-
losophy and so on, as a political figure, a defender of peace and a liberator of
the Romanian people. The authorities periodically asked the deans to write
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lists of «trustworthy» teachers and of those who «cannot be trusted». M§et-
ings of «public exposures» were frequently held, then came new waves of ide-
ological cleansing. During 1951-52, tens of teachers were once more removed
from departments, among whom, some were now Workmg in the Psychology
and Pedagogy faculties. The new personnel in the social sciences departr.nf:nts
was asked to «re-educate» both the teachers and the students in the spirit of
the new ideology by «adopting a party-minded attitude in what scien'ce is con-
cerned» and by «securing a new direction in teaching specialized sciences».
The philosophy and social sciences departments were cancelled and the
formation of new specialists in various fields of sociology and psychology was
dropped. The ideologist professor was invested with full powers, be_lng abl.e to
determine the scientific value of a course by applying the evaluation rating.
The courses taught were now being divided into “right” courses which are in
line with the new ideology and reactionary, bourgeois courses. «The world gf
scientific value, the whole axiological universe was now taken apart [...] sci-
ence was now subordinated to ideology and was tolerated in as much as it be-
came an ideological tool» (Momanu, 2003). The ones considered to b.e «ene-
mies» were isolated, impeded to express themselves, interned or ifnprlsoned.
Many important Romanian psychologists and socio-psychologists from all
the major universities and who were formed at prestigious research centres or
laboratories in Europe were convicted and hence served many years in com-
munist prisons. Only some of them were later on reintegrate'd. A dramatic case
is Professor Stefanescu-Goanga, member of the Romanian Acaden.ly and
founder of the Institute of Psychology in Cluj who was persecuted for his dem-
ocratic views during the extreme right government and then imprisonefd for
five years by the communist regime in an extermination prison called Slghet,
without ever being officially trialled or convicted (Radu, 2001). The Institute
was cancelled, then the Laboratory of Experimental Psychology was destroyed
and in 1949 “Revista de psihologie” (“The Psychology Review”) was bz.mr'led.
Another unnerving case was that of Professor Nicolae Margineanu, specialized
in Wundt’s laboratory, with F. Krueger and O. Kiilpe, then with Stern, Rupp
and Moede and with Allport, Cantril, Murray, Hartshorne, Thurstone, Ter-
man, McDougall, and Bogardus in the United States. At the left wing, founder
of the professional orientation and selection in Romania, he refus'ed to coop-
erate with the new regime and was therefore arrested. He spent sixteen years
in prison. After his liberation, he could not teach at the university, alt}.lough he
did write several important books. His memoirs, posthumously published, re-
vealed those violent methods of physical and psychical terror used for the «re-
education» of those recalcitrant intellectuals who had to be subdued (Necu-

lau, 2003a). o
In the global ideological context desctibed above, which in time had man-
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aged to change also the situational context, the professional and daily life of
all the social actors, the Romanian society had divided itself into good (us) and
evil (the others), and the conditions had been created for the formation of an
average obedient individual, respectful of the dominant social thinking, imple-
mented and created by the new power. The Romanian university as a whole,
was more and more looking like what later on Irving Goffman described as to-
tal institution, as an ideological institution which made it its responsibility to
impose its interests and projects on every individual. Such a social context
characterized by constraints and total control of both the individuals and their
institutions, could not but trigger serious deformations on the academic envi-
ronment and on the formative system of specialists in social sciences.

3.2. The Second Search for Identity:
the Psychosociology of Groups and Communities

After the new regime had consolidated itself and had attained public recogni-
tion, there came a period when Romania became rather estranged from the
URss and began to focus on its own national communism strategies. Together
with this, we witness a diminishing of the pressures on social sciences and af-
ter the 9 Congress of the Romanian Communist Party (1965), Ceausescu au-
thorized and even encouraged the re-launching of research in social sciences,
The path for this re-launching was paved with a number of significant, yet
singular initiatives. First and foremost, the results of different researches held
in the West, began to be made available in Romania. The strategy was the fol-
lowing one: you had to criticise the «bourgeois» psycho-sociology, but in the
process, you were given access and freedom to study the new directions of re-
search, the methods used and the results obtained. T. Herseni, a close collab-
orator of sociologist D. Gusti, who had been reinstalled as researcher at the
Institute of Psychology of the Academy, after spending four or five years in
prison, became actively engaged in the new ideological “front” according to
the new expectations. How did he do it? After he had classified the French
contemporary psycho-sociology as being idealistic, reactionary, speculative
and apologetic, the author began to present ideas, currents, authors, in a very
systematic way, and thus making available to the readers valuable information
that otherwise could not have been accessed (Herseni, 1960). This was the stan-
dard way of doing things, not only in Romania, but also in the Soviet Union
and East Germany. The same strategy was used in a large work written by the
former Professor of social psychology in Tasi, M. Ralea, now director of the In-
stitute of Psychology, a book that he co-wrote with T. Herseni, but who was
not allowed to sign with his name (Ralea, Hariton, 1962). A book about the psy-
chosociology of success could not be published in Romania unless you started
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to criticise the bourgeois theories (a general term by which one could label the
scientific productions by ignoring the dialectic-materialist theory which pro-
vided credibility and value) about success. However, in the almost 600 pages,
they analysed the social mechanisms of success, its functions, talked about dif-
ferent typologies presented those characteristics of the particular public who
validate success, and came even up with an original theory about bonus sanc-
tions, seen as depending on the social value and the public recognition. For
this time, it was enough.<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>