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SOCTIALIZATION, PERSOMALITY STRUCTURE AND SOCIAL STRATIFICATION

Porsonality of an individual is the organizstion of
culturally patterned systems including his beliefs, attitudes
snd values in totality which distinguishes him from other men.
From a blo-psychological point of view personality is the
organization of montal snd physicsl elements which interasct
and modify each othor within sach individusl distinguishing
him from others. The blologicel and socisl factors constantly
inoract 4n moulding the personality structure. Every indivi-
dual inherits cultural heritage from his own cultural frame-
wvork which is manifested by his personality. Inheritance of
cultural heritags takes places .as o result of transmission of
it thr@ugh different vays of socialization which in turn help
in the formation of socio-psychological makeup of individual
persenality. The critical period of socislization is the
thildhood, the experiences acquired during this period have
irreversible effects on the personality. Thus, the study of
socislization yemsins incomplete without the appearance of
its counter part, the personality. On the other hand, social-
ization methods and pattorns of subcultursl groups depend upon
the socisl position of the family or groups to which the indi-

~ wvidual bolongs. The fields of socialization, personality

structure and social stratification have heen approsached from
difforent fyames of reference. Tho study of these aroas, thus
involves the convergence of various disciplines. Por exasple,
social psychology, sociology and nnthrnpoloxx.aro involved
directly., Indivectly, the other socilal sciences like economics
#and paiitical scieuce also emerge in the picturs. (See, Hymen:
1959 & Levine: 1959).

Soctalization of Homo sapiens is a unique process, as
the poriod of child dependency is the longest here.Soclalization
‘broadly, refers to the process of social learning by which sn
individual is nade to Jearn to adjust to the group by acquiring
social behaviour of that group. Thus, the central idea of
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this process lles in the internalization of the culture of

the society into which the child is born. Thers is no stage

in one's 1ife where an individual ceases to leasn social roles.
As role learning is a continuous phenomenon, the socialization
process continues throughout one's life, i.e. it is ss broad

as 1ife span. (Wheseler, Brim: 1962). Although the principles
of socinlization have universal features, yet soclalization
process varies in specific social settings., Various groups in
s particular soclal setting emphasize distinctive methods of
socializing the children, which ultimately perpstuate a type
of personality syndrome relevant to the conditions of these
groups respectively. Thus, in wore sociological terms, members
of the same pyoup or same social clsass to which the group belongs
possess homogendus behaviour. Therofore the personality outconme
‘a8 the result of the soclalization of the children, is sterco-
typed according to the cultural norms of the classes. (Zigler:
1972). The heterogenous behaviour of members of different
classes tend to produce diffevent types of personality. The
impact of social class on the socialisation process and its
byproduct (porsonality} has remained tho focus of many eminent
social sclentists in the occldent (see, llavighurst and Davis:
1946; Soars et. al. : 1957; Caven; 1564; Miller and Swanson:
1988 Yohkn: 1959 8§ Maccoby and Gibh: 1959).

It becomes difficult to delineate tho relationship between
socislization process, personality structurs and soclal strati-
fication in ene concept, what is required 1s study of the rela-
tionship among them, The variables emphasized during the soo-
cislization of the children are determined by the social and cul-
tural institutions of the soclety. The emphasis of the variables
1s 5l1s0 conditioned due to the variations in the nature of
parentsl authority, economic sufficiency, fawmily snd compunity
structures. The resultant outcome is indicated by the types of
- personality syndrome. For instance, if socislizstion verisbles
are mors suthoritarian in orientation, emphasizing on higher
obedionce end responsibility or less motivation and self-reliance
and if thore is more restrictive environment, these may reinforce
the estadiishmont of sutocratic fawily structure and development

{



of authoritariaon personslity characteristics in the children,
Such children, during thely sdulthood in turn estsblish suto-
eratic famiifes thus, perpetusting suthoritarisn mode of
socialization., Ong/6ther hand, the equalitarisn or mcre demo-
cratic sociglization variables 1like self-reliance {independence),
spontaneity, less dependence on slders in the family, less
aggression etc., might contribute to the formstion of more equal-
itarisn psrsonality traits. The children socialized in this
stmosphere may possess more democratic traits in their person-
slity structures and during thelr adulthood may establish
democratic families.

Ivery society. whether simple or complex, is organised |
and characterized by its dynamic form. ﬂ@dornixatian of socioty
is a natural process., Industrializsation is an important pre-
roquisite of modernization. If the stmosphere of the soclsii-
zation is authoritarisn and st the same time soclety is under-
goine modernisation it becomes difficult for children to develop
the characteristics in their personality suitable for moderni-
ting atmospheve. That is, under suthoritarian conditions, the
democratic aspects remain suppressed. The yslationship of
modernization with socialization process has been studied by
Hagen (1962}, McClelland (1081), Rosen (1961) and ¥White (1965).
These studies have shown the undeniable importance of childhood
experisnces of ths individuals, possessing wvariegated personality
types during their adulthood.

Prior to the anthropological studies made in the early
part of this aentary,;;ég fieldﬁ of socializstion, personality
styucture and social stratification remain unexplorved, The
investigators of those mechanisms of cultursl socializstion
were i, Mesd (Growing up in Samoa: 1928), Benedict (Chrysanthemum
& toe Sword: 1943), XKardiner (Individual and his society: 1937),
and Linton (Culturasl Bsckjround of Personality: 1945). These
works were concerned umainly with the transformation of tabula
rasa individual inte the socially accepted member of society.

. The works on “other cultures” influenced the succeeding genera-
™ tion of social sclontists, who attemptéd to study the interaction




of the threc major variables 1.e., socialization, porsonaliny
structure and social stratificstion. However, all those studies
were deaply ombedded in the theories of Freudian psychomnalysis.
The works of Fromm (1931 ), Murphy {1547), Lewin (1952), |
Murray (1038), Allport (1937, 1961), Adorno § others (1950),
 Cooley {1902), Lysenck (1&55}, Eardiner (1945), Merton (1940),
Erikson (1950}, Sesrs § others (1957}, Xluckhohn (1044), Whitin:
(1961), Parsons § Bales (1955), Cohon (3961), Hsu (1961) & 8.H.
Moad (1934) are some of the {mportant works in this field. All
these studies while dealing with psychobiolopical and psychoso-
¢iocultural systems of personality have maintained the import-
ance of family as an universal institution in moulding the
personality structure through socislization.

Different theoritical €frameworks have been made use of
in the study of socializstion. Some of them as suggested by
Y. Singh ave: {1} the behaviouristic-intevactionistic, rooted
in positivistic/or neopositivistic traditions (Homans 1980),
(2) the symobolic-subfectivistic rooted in ideationel inter-
pretative traditions of the socletyy (Sorokin 1047, Becker lsi;)
and (3) the symbolic-interactionistic (Kardiner, Linton, Mead
{G.K.fivmrsﬁns} frame of vroferonce {(8ingh: 1967:82). The
~ results of the studies of most social scientists indicate the
importance of the last spproach which involves the reciprocal
interaction between biological individual and social institutions
snd culture, and thelr impact on personslity formation, which
is diosocial product of one's soclety and culture.

Objectives of the Study

In this study our main concern is to look for certain
varisbles to operationalize the concepts of socialization,
porsonality structure and social styatification. SHecondly,
we would compare the fhnctiauﬁ%'a! these varisbles in the
context of various cultures and at various levels of social
stratification. This is a necessary step in order to formulate
g framework of their intaraction comparatively, especislly
with rogard to six cultures for which material is already



avaollable, These six cultures are India, Japsn, Philippines,
‘Hexico, Kenya snd U.S.A. It i3 asssumed that socislization
process differs according to varistions in culture and social
erganization,

Sinco Indisn culture is different from other cultures,
the methods of childcere mnd child-rearing which together
constitute the process of socialization would also differ
 hers. Structural diversity of Indian society in torms of
religion, nores, noyms, values and beliefs of” the various
hierarchically organized strata (sraups) is, indeed, 1ntogruted
lending to its structurs) unity. Thus, the diversifying and
the unifying factors of Indisn ways of 1life are harmonious.
Most aspepcts of the Indian social 1ife have been studied, The
‘process of socialization, personality formation and its relation-
ship with social stratification however, have not been studied
by Indian anthropolégists and sociologists. Complicated and
regionalized nsture of our society has tremendous impacts onm
personality structure 1237}, ¥We may assume that different
subcultures and strata wzthintthe society have diffﬁwant basie
versonality structarat wﬁich are the vesult of purp»aiva
socialization, However the variastions in personality structure
are not without some universsality, espscisily at the blological
level, At other levels such as culture, the variations become
concrote and less universallgzed. Kluckhohn and Murrsy have
rightly suggested that fbﬁk'“ovgry nan is in certain sspects
- 1ike all other man, 1iL¢ some other men and like no other wan"
{Xluckhohn and Murray: 1949 : 35).

- There is dirsct rolstionship between socislization process
end socisl stratification. In a study of the relationship
hetweon personslity structurs, soclalizatioh snd socfal-strati-
fication two important problems emerge. First, whethey the
soclalization and porsonality type are determined by the social
stratification. tow far could the system of social stratifica-
tion of society be considersd ss doterminant of its socialization
process¥ Under what cunditians‘ﬂhange in sociasl stratification
- 1eod to the nodifications in sociallization processes (its methods
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and practices)? Secondly, cen the existence of specific
pattorns of social stratificstion of e soclety be viewed
es the projections of the individusl needs as determined
by the soclo-cultural environment? To examine these issues
we have fornuiated o set of questions through which we -
- could compare the relationships botween socialization, persons-
ity fornation and social stratification. These questions
are: -
(1) Do the sinilsr *patteyns’ of socializstion in different
classes of gsocisty produco similar type of personality?
How far are these mesthods of socializatfon relevant in the
formation of the &as!c pefs@naiitw, structure? (Linton §
Rardiner).
() Doss socializstion of children always lead to their

healthy sdjustuents with the seciocultural milieu? Does
it help in peinteining the homeostatic conditions of society.
If it fails to do so, what sort of maiaﬂjustaanz {anomic or
choaotic sitvations) amergo?
(5) = Are the sffectiveness of the society, its stablility
88 well as individual sutisfaction msintained by the “baaic
personslity” structure of the members in that soclety?
(4)  How far are porsonslity traits, socio-economic
conditions of the parents and surrogates influentisl in the
socielization of the children and formation of their per-
sonality structure?
{5) How do the soclal stratificetion and family structures
of the society teansmit and organize the processes necessary
for individual personality development and variations in then?
{6} How far the porsonulity structures of verious sub-
cultural groups and strata within s society sro consistent
with modeynization ané devolopment processes in that society?

Tho nain concern in dealing with above questions is to
analyze the distinctive patterns of socislization of the various
strats and develop & model for corsz-cultural copparisons in
the process of socialization. ‘

~ The present work is divided into thres chapters. Since
it is a theorotical work based on secondary sources of data
collection, we have reviewed the relevant literaturo in order
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to ses the implication of socialization process in ralation

to tb& atyatification system in India and in other five cultures,
In chnytnr-: ve deal with the operationaliszation of the

nanaapﬁ& socislization, persomality structure and socisl
éﬁratifiantiﬁn. In chapter 1, the interaction patterns
/&ﬁtﬁ&ﬁa these conccpts would be_analyzed comparatively in

ﬁhn esriier mentioned six culturesx. In chapter III, we deal
ﬁl§h<tba interaction between these concepts in relation to
_féaﬁily atructura and caste system s existing in Indisn
Asﬂg%&tyg_
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CHAPTER I

OPEBATIONALIZATION OF SOCTALIZATION PROCESS,
PERSONALITY SYRUCTURE § SOCIAL STRATIFICATION

~ Uplike the netursl sciences the ultimate unit of
study in the socisl scisnces is the human being. A study
of any sogial institution or zocial systen involves the
study of human behaviour, which is not fixed 1ike the
relationships of slonents oy molecules in the natural
scionces, The recurring ond periodic naturs of natural
phenomens however, 1s sot validated §n the social phonomens
{which ave speriodic and asnracnrriag)

Thus g iﬂﬁé&ﬁnﬁtii step to start with, in sa@igi
resesrch in the precise fornmulstion of the problems showing
interreiationships of the concepts involved. The next step
is operationalization of the comcepts by estsblishing sowe
varisbles oy mossuresble attridutes, which we may wish to
exanine In order to see the proper functioning of the .

concepts., Operatienclization, thercfore, is s scientific
~ tool which aids in the delineation of variables of the
problen. Thus, opsrationalization enables researcher to
generate more accurate findings. Regarding the usefulness
of operationslizaotion in anthropological studies, Pelto
sugpests thet the provistion for the framework of information
snd data collection is made sasier when we have established

the operational definitions and messurable attributes of the
mejor concepts. It is helpful in effective theory-building
and testing (Pelto:1970:49), Operationalization as a step
is very inportont and significant for crosscultural com-
parisions and it avolds haphazardness which is often mat
when proceeded without any specific framework,

In the present chapter, we ghall deal with the
operationalization of the concepts of socialization,
personality structure and soclsl stretificstion to see their
intersction, Hethods snd mechaniems of socinlization involve
a2 sot of interrolated sanctions, techniques and variables,
Sociglization would be operationalized following the works
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of ¥hiting and others in the six cultures. Personality
structure, on the other hand would be operationalized in
relation to Hagen's personality madel. Operationxlization
of social stratificatien would be in terms of two major
catogories. e.g. casto and class.

(1) Operatiomalization of Socislization

(a)- Genoral Generally, the process of socialization has
boern defined s, “the inculcation of the skills, knowledge,
attitudes, necessary for playing given social roles” (Mayer™
1068 : 4). The various definitions given so far of this
process are nmore or less similar in content indicsting the
spbiguous connotative nature of the term., EBvery work has
emphasized the transformation of a socisl human infant into
social being through his interaction with soclel environment
and fanily system. Undoubtedly, the major steps of sociali-
gation are covared during the childhood whexe formal and
informal agencies direct the younger generation towards the
goal-directed behaviour. This period of human 1ife has been
weighted very heavily by social sclentists, The significance
of this process lies In its outcome of patterning of per-
senality structure as shown by varlous authors (see, Whiting :
1061; Sears et. al.:19857; Whiting § Child ; 195%; § Eriksen :
1950). Tho socisl environment {s limited during this period
and the c¢hild is confined to the fawily which provides the
first soclal interaction, thereby creating in the individual
the nooed and the disposition to adjust o others (Barbu :
1671 : 1506). Therefore, the famlly becowss an important
institution which could not be exempted from any study of
socislization process. '

Socialization 4s an aﬁgaiag'Qrectuszltuatiﬁuan through-
out in 1ife, a3 learning of new sociel roles is slways there.
It becomes difficult to draw a demsrcsting line for sociali-
zation or to point cut its beginning or its end. Through
its continuity socialization helps to sensitize tho children
to various structures and ordering of society. Tt is a
procuss of ﬁﬁquisitinn of norma, perspectives and values
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of economic, political and religious groups by the in-
dividual (Lindesmith § Strauss : 1968 : 5). In a broader
‘sense, the unconscious and subjective procsss of socisii-
‘zation includes the entire framework of action and inter-
action within the socisl contexts., That is, socializstion
is jesrning of noxms which are contingent upon values and
noxms of the seciety (Singh : 1967 : $2). Similsr is the
Poersons {195%) view on tho internalization of soclial roles
through secialigstion. Social roles according to Parsons
sre sets of rules and norms with patterns of behaviour
which dofine various positions occupied snd various funmc-
tionaries in 2 given society. Shibutani views socialization
as "the plece by plecs accrotion of habits én a continuous
process of adaptation aﬁ/illiving organiss to its environ-
ment coping with 1ife conditions™. (Shibutani : 1961 : 472).
fils use of term "habits” 1s sinmilar to "secial role" learning
an formulmted by otheys. The process of socialization
“halps in equipping the child for his adult roles in the
society of which he is = part, =

~ The sthnographic studies of socialization have
confined themselves to studying the internalisation of
noras, process of learning through role models etc. Here,
porsonality is viewed ss a socisal product and socislization
‘88 a mechanism which perpetuates the socisl structure sand
socio-cultural patterns of a particular society. The -
problen of social changs through socislization is not
analyssd adoquately.

) | g&:banismﬁvnf‘5aciazzzaﬁiﬁn The mechanisns of
gsocializsation refer to the methods and practices which
direct the socinl lesrning. Hest theories of socialization
have laid stress on the importance of culturslly detormined
patterns of child-training. Socisl structurs has a meiden-
 hand in the specificity of the content of socislisation of
& socliety or culture., Culturo and fanily infact, deteranine
the techniques of society which are conditioned through

the sanctions institutionalized in society for socialiration
process, The interaction between the techniques of socis-
l1ization and the sanction is vesponsible for the functioning
of roguired varisbles. The relationship betwsen sanctions,
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techniqugs uné‘vuriablﬁs therefore, can be represented
in the following mannper:

Table 1 : Table showing the Mechanisms of Socialigation

oo s st oSt . ¥ « .

} Modes of Sanction i Technique Variablest
Negative (Restric-! Various specific tech-[Aggression,

i tive)-Positive ! niques of punishment Succorance
(Permisaive) ! and rewayd for confor-!

H ' i ity behaviour. Move !

’ 1 physical punishment, |

‘ ! Material Reward. }

¥ . : L C 1

§ Positive (Persl- | Varlous specific tech-!Achievement,

! asive)-Negetive | niques of punishment !self-reliance,

] (Restrictive) ! or vithdrasvsl of re- QMuttux;nce,

: ] wards such ss with-  [Soe¢liability,

H 1 drawal of food, love i

3 g and praise snd affec~ |

: 'z‘tlﬁnl ’ §

) ] 3

T VD U SR 0 . W T S Sl S B o A O o

t Variobles such ss responsibility, obedience
and dominsnce ave common to both snodes of
sanctions in socialization. '

In every society socislization of thé childeen is
oviented from two modes of sanctions which are referrad to
o5 negutive (restrictive) and positive (permissive).

HcDavid and Harard view socialization as standardized
rules of conduct which & soclety aspives to schieve. EREvery
socioty has different ways of enforcing the ssnctions. They
write, "They (soctal sanctions) include standards for

reward of sociallyalandoned behaviour (positivs sanctions)
as well as for punishment of socielly unacceptable hehaviour
{negative sanctions)® (McDavid and Hagsrdi : 3068 : 773,

The positive and negetive sanctiong are present in different

dagrees in every society. Sanction is also defined as,
“the relationship of behaviour produced dy the behaviocur

of other orgenisns of the same species” (Scott : 1971 : 65).
Scott does not vievw sanctions in terms of noyrms or values
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as Parsons hos dome but he views sanctions in temms of

- tonditioners which in turn dofine norms and values of the
- society. Sanctions thersfore act ss socisl reinforcers
iﬁpiyiﬁg norn as their ﬁattaraa.

' | In the process of soctalization t&ﬁ general sets
 of sanctions (norms) involved are restrictive or negative
“and peysissive or positive, as we mentioned sbove, . Res-
trictive {nspative) ssnctions sre consequence of certain
soeisl conditions 1ike low status, poor econemic condition
or protective paronthood. The rostrictive sanctions emphasize
econtrol and regulstion of chilé’ﬁ sctivities by parents. )
Such sanctions are associsted with less independency, less
schievement, or what has been celled by Burton as the unde-
sirable aspects of the behaviour of permissive ssnctions
described bolow (Burton : 1968 : $31)..

«. Permissive sanctions depend upon the nature of the
pernissive parenthood, sufficient status and economic com-
dition of the parents in the society., In this atzesphers
& child §s trested as indepondent and responsible and
therefore, 4s allowed to think on his own. Thus, simulta-
neous intellectual development also does not get stegnated.
Pavents, may encoursge achkievesent in this type of sociali-
sation. Permissive sanctions therefore may relaté to~the’
€ollowing characteristice of the children; lov sggression,
low dependency and a high level of conscience development
a8 shown by 3&7&&3' Doth nodes of sanction involve
:vnriaua sﬁaeifin techniqu@s for "good" as well sas "bad"
bahaviaur of the children. GSevere disciplining of the
children is reinforced by the pnsitivu and negative sanc-
tions.’ The modes of punishment exist when the child does
not rospond to tha axpaete& bshaviour. Vor exampls, crying
of the infants may be soen with {ndulgence, But as the
child grows older his ¢fying nay not be spproved, TDomand
of breast-feeding aftor a cortain age msy force the nother
tc use some kind of punishmonts like threats, scolding
or withdraval of love. Nisbohaviour of older children may
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involve specific punishment techniques like food deprivation
‘as found in Eanﬁa and Japan, or sven physicel punishnont

ss criteria of negative sanctions found in Indis and Japanm.
Pather may also be used as the threatening agent. It was
 found in the study of six cultures that the ratio of punish-
ment incronses in the late childhood. Isolation and with-
drawal of love are cammaul? used to punish the children for
their miacanduc:.

On the other hand, octurence of some desived, con-
tingont ovont on the part of the children is rewarded,
Rewards include praiso, spproval or socirl acceptance more
commonly found in socicties emphasising positive (permissive)
- sanctiona). In gonoral, vowards are of two types; materinl
and nonnaterial, natarial rowards include food, woney etc.
When a child does a good pisce of work or starts taking
batl on his own or shares the responsibility of keeping
‘hinmself clesn he is generally rewardad with wverbal praise
and adniration ss found §n Japon, Mexico, Anerica etc, 1In
India on the other hand, ons may observe less pralse for good
work, rave vewsrds for good bohaviour. HMaterisl reward
" has been found to he of great importance by Maretzkis' in
theiy study of child.vaarring in Okinawa (Japan). They
writo, “rowarding the child with food proves to be as affec-
tive a technique of socislization as thfautaning to deprive

him of £ood“ (Nhiting : 1963 - 587).

' The functioning uf theae techniques s bast observed
in rolation to the demand of sociallzation varisdles 1ike
obedience ete, from children, vhich we would discuss now.

?ﬁriables of . &aaiaiizatiun

In social research, varisbles ave rofafre& to as any
quantity or charscteristics which mey possess different
pumerical or qualitative values. These variables vhether
guelitative or quantitative, help in messuring the phenomenon
undeyr study., Variables of study nay also help in the doun-

" ‘dary maintenance either loosely or rigidly depending upon
the nature of the problems to be studied. The sslection
and definition of variasbles presents g crucial problem and
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forms the basis of every study. Thus, to study the process of
socialization, we require to establish certain varisbles which
may engble us to study the process neaningfully and meke certain
tontative conclusions, Thely application in differsnt socleties
nay demand certsin modifications in ovder to suit the social
settings. Maceoby furnishes certain clssses of variables with
sone history of their application. He emphasized tho importance
of reward, punishment, warmth, interaction between child and the
pnrents, yverbatisn, restrictiveness permissivanﬁ;sa, family
position and aspects of socigl organizstion, as the inmportant
variables to study socialization (Maccoby:1961 : 367-371).
Obviously, wo may €ind that his veriables reflect the mixture

of what we hoave called sanctions, tochniques and variasbles,.
Horeover, it is truc thet veriables stressed during infancy

or early childhood do not maintsin their continuity snd need to
be changed in the lster periods. Thus, the personality fermation
of the child has strong bearing upon the selection of the vari-
sbles. During the whole period of socialization, these variables
noy change to suit the now emerging situations.,

{c)  Seclection of the Variables for the study We would snalyse
socialization process comparativaly, using certain suitsble
variables, These varisbles have beon formulsted by whiting and
others (1963). With the help of these variables we have tried
to‘coabare cross~culturally the sodalities of socialization and
slto its varistions on sccount of Jdi®fevences in family and caste
background in India. The selectsd variables are as follows:

(1)  Obedience: It is defined as “an attempt to meet the
demands of others”. It implies that children must obey their
elders. 1t is one of the important vequisites in socislizetion
institutionalized by various means. Variations in the studies

of six cultures have been found regarding the degree of stress

of obdience. Generally in all the societies, obedience to

father and surrogates is stressed more than to the mothey and
surrogates. Thus, emphasis during socislirzation is laid on the
oblipgations of the children towards adult. In the traditional
society, this variable 1s of c¢rucial significance, belng sssociated

wg
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with the maxinm that there must be "unquasfianthié obedience of
childron towards parents”. Obedience makes children responsive

tewardz ﬁhui? familius in the society.

\
(2) Respnnsibiiity Evary society has some expected roles to

be performad by the childron and tends them to veslize their
raspansibllity. Responsibility ss a variable of socislization
has baen defined as "performing ore's expected rvole dutlies”. It

Rty a nutusl phenomenon nx&ating botween the parents and the

children. Parents are responsible for providing security,suppore,
education and food etc. to the children. They demand the similar
things €rom the children during their old age. Sex differences
rovosl the picture of responsibility of both the male and the
fenale children towards their families.

(3)  Aggression Stressed as & varieble of socialization,cgjnsin
reinforces the ege principle of the personality. It pay be
sssocisted with gosl sttainment or may become end in itself. In
the study of socialization it hes'Neen defined as "hurting others™.
A child during the peried of his génial and sncia!vgrnwth wants
fresdom of expression, sction and thought. This need for freedom
at successive stages coze into conflict with the parental suthority
Therefore children dovelep aggrossive behaviour which is necessary
for personality development in order to achiovs the goals, In

the iate 1930's frustration-sggression hypothesis was formulated
(Miller, Dollsrd, Doob, Mowrer end Sears: 1941) which states that
aggrossive bohaviour is a logical and expected consequence of
frustration. Aggression was viewed as the behaviour which removed
‘the blockages of gosl sttainment (frustration) (Harari and McDavid
: 1968 : $8-60). Some forms of aggression lesding to the develop-
ment of delinquent behaviour may be avoided while some specially
acceptable forms of it may encoursge motivation., Aggression ss

& variable is - styressed more in the boys than in the girls.Develop-
nwent of temper tantrums or avoidence may develop for the aggressive
behaviour of children towards parents, peers stc.

{4) ggggggggg' Refers to the manipulative powsr of an indivi-
dual over other people. It is defined as "an attempt to change
others: beheviour”. It is generally observed that adults in



15

almost every society dominate over the children while the
.reverse is tabooed. In societics where womsn doos not have 8
respoctable position 1ike that of the men, the sex difference also
is observed in dominance training. As the child grows, the way
of his upbringing crentes enormous differencas thus, the distinc-
tion in behaviour becoms greater. His socisl effectiveness is
fargely affectod by the ways in which he learns how to eontrol
and submit to the control of others. Since dominance snd affili-
atfon are interdependont, therefors an individual needs to be
closely relsted to othors for his most insfistnent needs (Bnglish
1961).

{5) Succorance V/Reintes to “asking others for help”. A human
child 48 not equipped with all the qu%iities of social life when
ho is born. During his childhood he depends upon his parents for
protection, food, love and support for his survival, A child
hecomes dependent by association with a person, whose presence and
asctivity brings reward to him. Thus child's earilest social

- rosponses to that pexrson are dayandancy over him and compliance
with his suggcstinna. The succarancﬁ-nnrturanca pair is often
talked by the socisl sclientist, as the child's need “of succorance,
values nurturance of eldsrs. Dopendency may be instrumental
{dspendent behaviour as » means of satisfying other erds) or
a&atiomtl (autonomous dependency motive in which nurtursat wagmth
from others is an end in itaslf, as shown by Saurs {chnvis and
Hararli: 1668 : 57).

{6 Socigﬂabizity iz defined by wﬁiing {1963) as "making
friondly approaches to othor adjustments”. This variable in the
study of socializotion has not received much attention and is
_usually periphorally i{nvolved. A humsn child, in order to
" become sociel has to learn many things 1like not to hurt others®
feolings, to respect others’' rights, to adjust with others and
to bo obediont. To attain sl)l these, a child must learn as how
. people act towards ecach other and to bo friendly with them.
Sociability as a varfable has been studied by Riesman snd many
oninent pﬁyﬁh&lﬂglsts.

{7} Achlievement 1is another variuble of soclalization defined
as "striving to moot intermal standards of oxcollence”. The
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basic urges in a hunan being sre to sustain 1ife. The satis-
faction of these basic urges depend greatly on the social
- envivonment and existing cultural pattemns, The nesd to achieve
{to meot standords of excellence) dsvelops in the childhood
- which plays ifmportant roles in later 1ife, Often, it is viewsd
. &8 coupled with motivation which is rolated to aggressiveness,
dominance and competence ss shown by McClelland, Inkles ete.
Different varisties of motivation imply different degreoes of
- velated competence. It is genorally seen that, schievement
motivation is associated with the male role mors thsn with the
- female role. The children whe are motivated to achieve have

‘a tendency to possess more characteristics of innovative
. personality. |

(8) Self-reliance in socialization is related to "doing

. things for one's aolf" .. A ¢hild 1is socialixed to do things on

his own 1,0., to be inﬁapnnéant¢ A child is tsught the psrti-
cular distinction between acceptalle and unacceptshle forms of
depondency.  This variable enables child to be self-sufficient
and autonomous, In reslity this variable of the child-sociali-
zation nay: suppr@ased, due to nurturant parentsl care. If a
child s not allowed to develop sutonomy which he desires, may
iead to the dependency cﬁnfliats in his later 11fe.

{9} Nuytursnce is the snothsy important variashle in the study
of gsocialization. It is defined as “giving help or emotional
support”, A child is usually expected tolook after the younger
sibling, 1€ there is any. This helping behaviour, he may
realize through his succorance nceds. In India, & young child
may slso help the mother in doing little shopping as supgested
by Minturn and ii{tchcock (1960). The nurturant hehaviour of
the children depend upon their temperament. Girls may nurture
in the housohold works., Sex diffatances are clearly evident

in the stress of this variable.

\Ench varisble is culturally rvecognized. In the study
 of socialization and personality formation these variables are
interrelated. Their accumulation in a biological individusl
in gceordence with the existing soclo-cultural conditions give
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- us unique naoturs of persenslity syndrowes. Hierarchicel orgsni-

. zation of these varisbles may bo observed during the socisliza-

' tion of children in overy scoiety. Cultural indoctrination and
internalization of skills and committnent ensble the ¢hildren as
they grow into adults to play the roles of the mejor instiiutional
statuses they occupy in tha'aociatyﬂ/»

(2)  OPERATIONALYZATION OF THE CONCRPT PERSONALITY

(2}  Genersl Personality is a sultidimensional reslity. It
hns ap ovganismic nnitgwhith‘nunifﬁsts blosocial and psychological
structures of the individuals, The concept of personality occu-
pies an intermodiste position between the concepts of soclety
and culture, Tt helps in understanding of the phenomenon of
consensus (Barbu: 1971, 156). The goeneral conclusion of nost
studdesthat personality is a product of socialirstion cannot be
avoided. It is the sumtotsl of individual's inborn snd intellec-
tuegl trairs, It is a1€ficult to have s pernanent static person-
ality pattern under the changing sociocultursl and ecological
conditions. Thus, peisonsliity development msy be viewod as an
outcome of constantly interacting and changosble components like
biclogical, paychological, social and cultural forces. In other
vords, the veriables shaping the personality structure of grow-
ing up children are dynamic in nature. Personality is the conti-
nuity of functional forns and forces manifested through sequonces
of orgonized regnont processes and overt behaviours fyom birth
to death (Kluckbonn § Muxray : 1953). The dynamic characteristics
of personality has alsc boen anslysed by Allport. He defines
personality as "the dynamic orgenization within the individusl
of those psychophysical systems that determine his unique adjust-
- ment to his environment” (Allport : 1037 : 48), It is quite
‘obvious that all the aspects of socisl orgsnization of the society
stand in dynamic relation to cach other. In order to maintain
the homeostatic conditions of the society, the individusis possess
dynanic foatures in their porsonality structure.

Individual personslity is assoclated with the process
of sccialization, the content of which varies from culture to
culturs. A child, in the process of his self-actuslization and
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_self-awareness, becomes aware of cultural patterns of the
saciﬁty.' The relation betwaen personality and the culture {s
therefore mutusily interdependent. The priority of one to the
other is however, difficult to establish. The anthropological
studies of Mead, Benedict end Linton have laid stress on the
comparative and developmental methods. The findings have been
conceptualized in terms applicadle, both to the cultural and
personslity structures provailing in the subsequent societies.

(b) - Basic Personality Structurs Uniformity of the socializa-
tion methods in different segments of the society produces tho
personality structures of the most socislized adules, which tend
to resembls one another closely, Such behavioral uniformnities in
personality as determined by existentisl and social background

- of soclety is termed as basic personality structure by meny socisl
scientists. Linton has sugpested thet the earlier experiences
gained through socislizstion, have everlasting effect on the
personality. He postulates that there omerge similar configurstion
of personality traits dus to subjection to the similar experiences.
The concept of "basic personality” is commensurate with the type
of soclo-paycholopgical structure dominant in a given society.
Linten has defined this concept as the one which “represonts

the constellation of personslity characteristics which would
appear to bHe congenial with tho total range of institutions
comprised within a given culture” (Kardiner : 1955: wi). Thus,
the cormen sarlior exporiences among the members of the given
soclety, manifest tho commonly shared personality charscteristids,

The basic personality structure a3 a concopt explains thet
poople of & given culture iend to be somewhat alike in personality
atructura. Regarding this concept Linton suggests further that,
. § 41 ﬁﬁeq not correspond to the total personslity of the indivi-
éual but rather to the projective systems or, in different
" phraseciogy, the value-attitude syﬁtems which are basic to the
individusl ‘s personslity configurstion. Thus, the same basic
personaiity types may he reflected in many configurations™.
(Kardiner: 194%: vifl). <Zardiner 1like Linton, views the early
childhood as a decisive period in the mental development of the
individual. The formation of the personality is most influenced
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gacaréing to him by the parent- child relationships. He lays
: an§h§&s ea thg specific manney in which theparents handle the
child's ﬁxa%ic and aggrﬁssive impulses. This determines the basic
layer iﬁ,therinaividuals ,personslity, to which Xardiner refers s

the pw&mnry %ystem)ef’emational steurity.
s [ T

7 ,niffetant p&xasaolagy has henn uscd to describe the concopt
,of baaic personality structura. For instance, Linton prefers it
P call it as "Ststus personality (Linton: 1936)". Ho views

'yﬂrgenazityuas -3 menceptua& construct connoting a type of behaviour
dominant within a given culturo. According to him a culture or
& society consists of various statuses occupied by the members.

Individual's participation in it is associoted with his position
in the socisl structurs (Status), BEach status requires specific
Vcanstellasion of the cultural potteyns. Integration and function-
fng of socioty as a whole, i® dependent upon adjustment of sll
the statuses with each other, Similar, though not identicel
characterization of basic personslity structure have beon naticaé
in the forpuletion of other socisl-scientists, Role structure and
the personality styructure of the individual constitutes s coherent
unit. Por instsnce, in wodornizing societiss, the existing
personality structure may be inconsistent to perform the buresu-
cratic roles. Mgton has tried to show the veletionship between
persoagliity structure and buresucratic organisastion (Mfrton:1040)
He found that the ono and the sape boreaucratic role is played

in various ways'according te the personslity of its occupants.
Therefore, Marton suggests that bureaucratic personality structure
is nocessary for the modern industrial society,  Riesman (1958)
gives characterological types of personality, Ho shows that the
determination of personality type is dopendent upon the demographic
trends (population sise) and nobility patterns of the soclety
which indirectly also determine the mature of its soclal organi-
zotion. His thooritical mentsl construction is morve oriented tows
rds the study of social charaater, tiis typolopy of (a) ‘tradi-
tions A rocted! (b) the 'inner directed® and {¢c) the ‘other
dirocted' personalities, is bpsed upor zocial conformity and
rosponse to smcial control,, Li$° Hagon he has tried to show the
coergence of innerdirecte& parsaualities from the tradition
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diraﬁtaﬁ through process of growth in wmodernization.,

{c) Operationslizstion of Personality (sdopted from Hagan’:
Un the theory of social cbamgu*ﬁow seonumic_grnvzh bogius)

Rag&n goesastep further when he viaws the economic growth of a
socioty in terns of gacjovcuituzal and psychological paramuters,

His theory is based upon alterations in velues and attitudes of

the children in a society, seen as a consequence of change in the
 socialization patterns due to the “withdrawl of status respect”.
This change has been given in s spocific model of the society by
Hagen, when he writes, “the chain of causation from socisl structure
through parental behsviour to childhood environment and then thst
fron childhood environmont “through personslity to change" (Hsgen:
1962 : 8, Eluciaxting the relationship of childhood snd history,
he gives following kinds of personality, vhich we have adopted for
our purposs.

DISS

1. . Autheritarisn Persomality. | 3055120954
2.  Creative or Innovative Personsiity. mNI!ﬁﬁITl“”'"lSlﬁ
3. Retreatist Personslity. G9026

The above personality types are composed of or manifest
diffsrent elements or operative attributes. In torms of these
attributes personality can be opeorationalized or messured, For

oxanple, the chief elements of authoritarian personsiity would be:

}(a) No perception of phenomona around the individuai ~ An
authoritarien person views the world arbitrarily. He does not
perceive reslity and remsin alaof from others action.

) Han*graative~ggaginatian - As the child learns to per-
ceive his world as governed by arbitrary powers, he pust subnit to
them. His personality is pratlﬁ&ad from the development of the
creativity,

«

(¢) Conformity - An suthoritarian is also the conformist
adhering to social norms, He sccepts the traditional group norms
or individusl expectations of him held by others, combined with
his decision to adhere to these norms or expectations (McDavid and
Horari : 1068 : %326- 32?)

S ox

L‘lé‘;l ©
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(d) An authoritarion persons feels unossiness st facing
unresolved situations,

{e) Lock of individuality and orginslity is anothsy
~characteristics of a person having authoritarisn personaslity. He
rolics upon the judgomont or will of other individuals, superior
to hin in authority,

(f) ‘1t hasg. bosn observed that an suthoritarian person in
~ofder to play the expacted voles affectivaly, imposes his own
desire or powerx over others,

(g} Generally s person possessing authoritarian persennlity
has relativaly weak ‘manipulative’ needs of autonomy, uchis?ament
and spontaneity.

43) Hn has strong aggressive naads {(need aggression,
dominance ané compliance).

Sfmilar;y the major attributes of the ¢raative personality
are negative of the authoritarian typs. They are as follows:

() Openness to experience - meaning that creative person
has a tondoncy to percoive phonomena. For instance, this hos been
shown by social pgychelogist Lawrence who relates openness 1o
exporionce to lack of rigidity (Lawrence : 1962)

(b} Creative imagination - of which the central component
is the sbility to let one's unconscious processes work on one's
self. However, family environnent msy be considered as the crucisl
accelarstor of creativisy;. Overemphasis of conformity, rigidity,
and co-operation block the development of creative elenments in
ont's personglity. (Whiting, Charles S5.: 1058). The positive
factors leading to development of creativity may comprise other
featurss of this type of personality, which are given below:

- {e)} Sensitivity, which permnits individusl to note nany
things, as he views the world avound him. It is generally viewed
8s coupled with socliabilicy,

{43 ﬁriginali;y cof an individual (creative) amounts to ca-
pacity to arrive at s new conception snd converting it into action
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or material €forms. The crestive peréon i{s one who originates
sonething and completes 4t independently.

_ {e) Non-conformity and confidence in one’s own juiporent
and evelustion nre basic to the creative personality. Mexton
has slso sugpested thet nonconformity is deeply rooted in the
original nature.

i {g) Epontaneity in facing and attacking prnblans 4nd in
ras&lving confusion.

(h) A creative person vhows high sense of responsibility
towards achiovement i.e., motivation. Such persons have o drive
or inner urge to acquire knowledge as shown by Lawrence (1962},
HeClielland (1961), -

An&aarauae of Netreatisn

Variations are however, persistent in both the authoritarian
and the innovative personalities like intelligence or non-cnnformity
The nature of child-veering and nurturing practices during person-
ality doveloprment determine the developrmont of above mentioned
chavacteristics, The change of personality (from authoritarian
to innovative) is a historfcal process. Traditional society uader
the atmosphere of suthoritarfanism constitutes vicious circle of
traditional pattern of soclel orgsnization and authoritsrianisnm.
According to Hagen, disturbances in this vicious circle may be
- obnerved, when o group in this society meets "withdrawl of stazus
respect” due to the eolsaial power of some outside group or due to
dissatisfaction in inner working of the society. This new condition
is a rosult of loss or rejection from the person's veference group.
Tensions so developed create anxiety smong the members which affect
their bebaviour in the home and thus the environment in which the
children are brought up also changes. The childron who are
socialized in this nevw or changed environment rotroat from increa-
singly conflicting domands and bhecome apathetic (Cuthrie: 1970 :
14-16). Rotreatisy undermines authoritarianism, it crestes
. eircunmstances conducive to the deveslopment of crcttive‘personnlities
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The nembers of “withdrawl of status respeet”™ group provide a

bome in which children are expected to schieve and sre motivated

to repain the lost respect. Retreatism forms the root of croa-
‘tive personality. Hagen gdopts Morton's typology of adaptatics

to analyze the effects of "withdravl of status vespect" and '
emergence of creative personalities. The historical sequence oy
this change in personality is “suthoritsrianism, withdrawl of status
respoct, retrsatise and creativity". ( p.217). :

Retreatist Persenality The basic characteristics of 2 rotrestist
personnlity, ave: .

{a) A rdtrﬁatist perséﬁ does not live in the atmosphar#
of traditional authoritarianisn and non-conformity.

(b} He is frustrated and aggressive. |

{c} He is assertive (apathetic) and domineering.

(3} He is anxious and irritative. |

{e¢} He has suppressed within himself the accepted
values of his group and the scciety.

(£} Lack of ﬂelf—teiiance is a foature of retreatiat
PETEON.

() Retrosmtist persons possess diffe-ent degrees of
croativity.

- (4) Xéca; typicel construction for the study

Hagen's model is merely e construct, though comprehensive.
Tt has limfited npplication md tecomes difficult te test in larper
nunbor of societies. Spiro criticizes Hagen's theory when he
writes that “Situstional varisbles (structural and cultural) arc
ofton lgnored or unappreciated in sn attempt to stress the
importance of offective and cognitive pnruonility variables”
(156% : 1143). Hagon has tried to show the validity of his
 model with certain i1lustrations by exsmining histories of
econonic growth 4in England, Burma, Columbia and Japan.

For our prasent study we would construct & paradiga, in
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¢rﬂar_to analyze the relationship between the mentioned sociali-
"sation variables and types of personality, Validity of this
paradign may be seen as the degree of varisble stresses (high,
nodiun low) during socializstion (Whiting and others) in different
socin-cultural and psychological conditions of the societies.

The other side of the coin i.e,, the personality outcome, is
vieved ss patteyning of these variables. Although Hegen does

not talk of these specific variables, they are manifested in
different degrees in his theory.

Teble 2 Parsdign showing relationship between socialization
variables and types of personality ayndromanr ’

SOCIALIZATION VARIABLES PBRBGNALITY Sf%ﬂﬂuﬁ
’ AUTHORITARTAN) RETREATIST nmnm*xvs |

1, Gbedience . High - Hediun .| Low
2. Rosponsibility HIGH Medium | Low
5. Aggression sidgh Heddum | Low
4. Dominance High ~ Medium | Low
5. Sucrorance High Hediurw | Low
6. Socishility ‘ Medium Low . High .
7. Achievenent Madiun Low . High
B. Self-relisnce Medium Low iigh
9. Hurturance Hedium Low High

l‘nbﬁrﬂwapmfn-dw‘gwu#‘g-ﬂnanqwlﬁﬂﬂﬁum'un&an#g»*&bnm#ﬁu.muﬂqﬁp uuuuuu LA R R R R LR ]

As pointed by Whiting and others that the effect of the
childhood experiences on adult behavicur is great. Soms
elenents must have coused change in the childhood, which nay
iead to porsonslity change as shown by liagen. Fersonality
formation as 3 process of soclalisation is conditioned dus to
the positions of the familios in the stratification system of
the society./ Therefors, the next step is to look for the ways
of operationalization of soclsl stratification.



26

(5)  OPBRATIONALIZATION OF SOCIAL STRATIPICATION

The term social stratification in nociul sciences dbnften
the process in which groups become differentiated €rom one
~ another and are errenged in graded strata. Anslysts of sociasl
 stratificstion view society as a serles of related strata. Goclel
stratification is a composite reality dividing society in terms
of superordination and subovrdisntion or supsrior-inferior units,
Social stratification has a great bearing upon the socislization
procoss and personality formstion due to the more or léss fixed
‘status of the individusls and their families in the soclety.Thus,
class (relating to economic positien), status (social) and power
. {political position) universals in every soclety form the content
of ubiquitous process of socisl stratification. Socisl strati-
fication is manifested in the existence of higher and lower
social layers, each having distinctive distribution of rights and
privileges, duties and responsibilities, socizl valuez and power
85 suggested by Sorokin. Tho term socisl layer refers to what
has been commonly called the social class. [ach class has its
own subculture. The relutionship between soncial class and
child-voaring has been associated vith the yrnduﬁtion of the
besic or modal personality characteristics. The parents of o
specific cless employ spocific patterns of socislization
resulting 4n the personality types which determine adult
behaviour (see, Sesrs et.zl.: 1957; Swanson and Miller: 1060
and others). : |

,The class and caste systems of stratification are twe
inportant models through which relationship of socislizstion
with stratification can be onslysed. The class system is
‘relatiuely more open than the caste system. Open and closed
systoms of stratificstion form an ideal contimuum, According
to Parsons the closed system of stratificstion is based on
aseriptive, particularistic, affective and diffused ortentations.
" The closed system of stratification implies rigidity of the
class system where mobility is restricted. The existence of
- rigid patterns of socialization and personslity omerge in
closely stratifiod soclety. On the uthgr hand, open system

PO
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~ of stratification in Parsonisn terms would be based on achieve-
ment, universslistic, affective neutral and specific orientations.
Open system of stratification is rather a characteristic of moders
socioties, The stetus is based on one's mchievnavut pattern with
oueh 1n¢idsnce of mabiliey.

, Absolute equalitarisnism of a so;ibty is rather s utopian
notion 88 an urge to achieve more snd more may be observed among
~ the juesbers of different groups to improve the status and the
ways of living., It is an swhiguous conception not only for socie-
ties with open stratification but also with closed system of
- stratitification. In fast changing societies with rapid rate of
wodernization, the cless divisions form a crucial segment. Feeble
class divisions do oxist in almost every socicty (primitive or
‘modern) including the 'classes’ Soviety society. Classes are
enbelied even in our caste system alsc, due to more or less fixed
political, social and cconomic positions of the members. Thus
cless is g multidimensional and cultural reslity. HMost snitabln :
snd inclusive dqﬁinitionnf class hes beon given by Lenski. il
dafines it as "an uggragatian of persons in a society who stand in
s similar position with respect to some form of power, privilege or
prestige” (Lenski : 1966 : ¥4-¥5). A person who belongs to upper
class enjoys certain prostige and privileges, duv to possession
of property and socisl position. He has vesources to schieve the
desired goals and may be gratified psychically in comparison to
"have nots”. Thess people (haves) form a minority anly, raling
over the majority in - society. :

~“The agsﬁo systin of Indisn socisty may be delinoated through
the following model (figure 1) if we assume it to be a closed
system. -3 4an aﬁgﬁ systen, howaver, thn’ovérlap between caste
and clasg positions have not been ss symsetrical as shown in the
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‘diagram. There ave indeed the cases of unevenness (see,
Betellle ¢ 1966; Bailey @ 1960; and K. Gough 1970, azc‘}.

Upper custes (Twice-Born) |
aiputs, ﬁr;hmina.Vuishyas qu%.

i'!

Caste Syatem Eiddla Caste - Clesn Middie > Cless

%hudras
7%

Lower Castes - ifnclean 3huﬁras
and unteuchubles

Pipure 1 : Dparationalized Mbdel of Social sttatif1~
cation,

'/ﬁlass and cuoste differences-in torns of socisligetion
‘heve beon obsevved ompiricslly in the important aress of
parentel values, nchiovement, apgression, indepondence and
confornity, In Indiz no vork hns been done to study the relaticn
ship of soclel stratification and socialization process. The
prolific investigations carried out in the western socleties
give intensive details adbout the interaction patterns of
saciulizatian, personslity structure and social sttat!fituzion.
The study of nocialization patterns in a soclety involve tho
study of the role of varlous subcultures and atrat; within
the society in this process. It is our object in this stu&y
to analyze seme of these problems.



e

CHAPTER 11

SOCIALIZATION, PERSOMALITY 5?&30?&%& AND SOCIAL STRATIPICATION:
THEIR fﬂ?ﬁﬂ&ﬁ?iﬁﬁ IN 81X CULTURES :

Socislizetion, personality structure and soclal stra-
tificetion are interrelated concepts. TCultural heritage of
8 socliety is transoitted through socislization to the younger
gensyation. Culture consists of sosningfully intervelated
parts and thorefore may be conceived ss living systems. An
individual as & menmbor of particulmr culture adopts a set of
cultural noyss snd values, and perpetustes them in turn. In
this manner he reflects the sociopkychologicsl makeup of his
own cultural setting. Honce the relstionship between the
personslity structure, socislization and socisl stratifica-
tion decomes cumulative in nsture.

Our modn concern in this chuyter is to nnuiyzu the
varieus aspects of the problems related to sccisliszation,
porsonality structure sud socicl stratification. First, ve
shsll analyze the functioning of the sociaslization variables
in six cultures mentioned earlier. Hext step would be to
look for the interaction patterns between the operstionalised
veriables and the perscnality syndromes in each cuiture.
That is, we shall snalyze the variations in the patterns of
the functioning of these variables on the criterion of the
idesl typical pleture of the personality structuro (ss dis-
cussed in Chapter 1). This might lead us to arrive at some
conclusions regarding “the personslity structure in six
cultures”, Finally, we shall compays the child-rearing
practices in the periods from infancy to the childhood
comparatively {in six cultures) to ggt 2 cross-cultural
view of these practices.

(1)  Socislization variables in six cultures

The studies of six cultures (Whiting and others) aye
based on the general assumption that experiences in infancy
and esrly childhood play significant roles in psychological and
social makeup of personality systems and slso in the crucial
and offective development of mental faculty of incumbents.
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- These developnents take place in the course of socialization,
which is a two way process. It is associnted with (s) the
intornalizstion of culturgl norms snd transaission of cul-
tursl heritsge, and (b) it acts ss 8 mechanism of personality
forpation. In a study of these factors of socialization, we
cannot avold the roles played by social structurs and socisl
organigation. The more complex the society, the mors variegated
are the nodes and methods of socialization, The variables of
socislization remain moro or less the same but their opewation
differs, due to the changoes in the nature of soclal-settings.
The varisbles strossed during socislization seem to be congruent
with the u@tual social situations,

8ix relatively different cultures ntuéiid aTe as
‘follows:
1) The Gusii conmunity of Nysnsango 1n Kenys ;tndieﬂ by
Robert and Barbara Levinae.
- (2) The Rajputs of Khalapur in northern Indis studied by
Lefigh Hinturn and John T.Hitcheock.
(3) The Taiva village in northesstern Okinawa (Jspan)
. studied by Thowas and Hatsumi Maretszki.
1) The Ilocos of Tarong in Philippines, studled by
¥illism and Cornne Nydeggar.
(5}  The Mew Englanders of Orchard Town in America, studied
by John snd Ann Pischer. |
{6) The Mixtecsn Indians of Juxtlshumca of E%xicc s:uﬁiwd
by Kimbali and Romnaine Romney,

The, studies of thﬁca cultures proceaded along the
samo hypothetical considerations. Investigations were
conducted on the child-rearing practices, environwent and the
ruintensnce system (conprising the economic, politicsl and
social aspects). Implicitly, the constant interaction of
the maintenance system, ecology and socializstion was
chserved in depth to roveal the interrelationship of personsifity
end culture. Ths maln assumption made was that "different
patterns of child-rearing will lead to differences in per-
sonslity of the children and thus to differences in the adult
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personaiity” (Whiting : 1963 :5)., The schemstic conceptisliza-
tion of the interaction between social environment, sociali-

sation and personality structure is representoed dtngr;muti¢aliy
by. the suthors shown in £ignra 2 as tcllows~ '
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Fignra z ?ntarﬁctiun bctwaan social enviromment,
socislization and porsonality structure
{Seurce : Whiting, Bix cultures : 1963 : §).

Following our metheds of operationsliizetion of sccielization
variables (See Chapter I) we have tried to present s Compa-
- rative picture of functioning of thess varishbles cross-
culturslly. The results so obtained are reproduced in the
table number 3 given below. The functioning of those
variables of stress during late childhodd 1ike responsidbility,
less dependency, obedience, nore nurtursnce, may not have
 the sone consistency as it is in the carlfer pericdy. The



higher degree of obedience, when demanded during the early
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childhood (from 25 years) and 1ste childhood (from 5-12 years)

with high degree of dominance and sggression may result in
more of sutoritavian elemonts in a child's personality,

Oon

the other hin&. if self-reliance and nurturance sre stressed
more in another situation, the outcone of pcrsontlity putttrn&
caasist more of ianavntive sloconts,

SIX CULTURES

in ﬁix eultures.
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. 3 1 t s 3
3 “ # ' % 1 v
Ta%le 3 ?ﬁﬁle shuwing %uuctiening of Sociuilzution Variasbles

The comynrativu functioning cf the socialization variables
presentcd in table 3, tell us adout the diverse nature of the child
training practices ns related to the sanctions and the techniques

so utilized for the purpose of socislizetion in six sultures,

To

ook inte the velationships of the funct!on!ug of socislization
vorigbles in regard to the ideal typical personality structure
(See Chapter 1) we shall coppare the obtained results with the later
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Table 4 : Socialiretion Varisbles and Personality Structures in Six Cultures.




(%) Personality in Six Cultures Brief study of these

six societies may give us a picture of the functioding of
sociolfigation varisbles in regard to the obtained patterns

of personality structure. It was observed that sach soclety
prosented the personality charscteristics of all the thres types
simultaneously,

{gjv Socializstion Patternt smong Rajputs of Khalapur -
Indie | |

The rigidity of the caste syston in tvaditional village
scene inplies the cultural tranasisaion of the norms and

vaslues of s particular caste. The stersotyped nature of per-
sonality of Rajputs provided material for one fati group snd
not & goneral picture velevant to the whole society. lere,

the elenents of retreatist, authoritative and creative perso-
nelities 81l sre simultsneously emphasized during the sociell-
 gation period. Joint family protocol of Rajputs enphasizes
higher degrec of obedience, rosponsidility, dependency, do-
minance and sggression. Authoritarienism undermines seif-
relieont and schievemont patterns of the children, Obedience
smong the Rajput childrean is emphasized by the mothers along-
~with politeness end peacsbloness. It is coupled with the
suthoritarian hierarchy of village structure which explains
that more obedience is expected (not only from the children
but slso from the adults) by the higher status people from

low status people. Reosponsibility of the children is 1ittle
towards household works 1ike shopping, caretaking and

sexrvice of food to the eldews. Self-reliance is less emphasised
as nmothers Jdo everything for children., This is obvious from
the statement given by mothers that “what we have, we give’

to thez. Children sre not trsined to be spontaneously nurturant.

The coloni¥al rule in Indis induced the slements of
rotreatism (in Hagen's terns). The indigencus people during
this pericd were looked upon as inferior and the traditional
soclety was disrupted by the colonial conquerors. This crested
" intenso emotional pressures on the Indian people which induced
tho Blemeants of retrestism in them. Socioeconomic backgrounds
of the caste groups in India may emphasize the socialization
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variables in different degrees. Powever the variables of
stress annng ﬂajputs may remain suppretsed in other caste
groups. Yet, the basic pattern of personslity formation
among Rzjputs due to distinctive socislization is suthoritarisn

type.

{i}_ | sacinlizttion Patterns in Hysnsango - Kenya

 The most authoritarian pstterns of socislization are
to be found in Kenys (East Afvica). A little devistion is saen
from the ideal type of authoritarisn characteristic where self-
relisnt nature of the socislized is very low, This is reflec-
ted in the following explanstion given by the authors thst,
 "Nysnssngo child as he emeyges from infancy is that of a
dependent fesrful individual, capsble of asking demends on
his mother and other caretakers for food and protection, but
~unaggressive quite and timid in his approach to the physical
environment and to strange things” (Robert and BarbsvaleVine :
1963 : 147). Indulgence of mothers in the family's sconomy
daprivaa child of natarmul warmth which is & crucisl element
in the dqvalopwanz of his per;pnglity. Obedience is smphasized
smore than initiative in Kenye, Rntyans&billtr is coupled with
high obedience, dominance and dependency needs. Socisbility,
self-relisnce, nurturance snd achievenment are the intermediaste
variables. The personclity configurstion is tuthoriﬂnriun in
. the sense as indicated by variuble«strcsa during child seciali~
tation,

(¢}  Bocialigation ?gttern;'invxgxiﬁo

‘Like India Medico has vemained under the coloniat period
as roflectod by its history. WMore than sixty percent of the
people ars Indians and mixture of whites and Indians (mestizos).
The Mixtocarn Indisns of Juxtla-husca have a tendency of per-
sonality formation in the direction of retreatism., The struc-
turing of personality ss & result of socialization variables
in this culture is such that most stress is lsid on reszponsibility
obedience, succorance, sociability snd nurturance. The degree
of styess, howover, is lower as compared with Jspan, Indis or
- Kenya, Low aggression, dominance, self-reliance slongwith less
echievemont result in the basic retrestist personality type.
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) Secsazisntiun ﬁattotns in Okinswa - Japan

_— Hiﬁtary of Japan indicates the constant horrowing of
ﬁultnral o&&a&ats from Chins and Xores. Rigidizty of social
aiteattans is naintsined throughout the country. High

degree af_cnutbrnity and homogeneity is emphasized. INapid

and revolutionary changes have not affected the stability of -
sccial stypcture of Japan. That 1is why the socialization of
children ix divected towards suthoritarianism as well ss towards
production of innovative slements. Rural village organiszation
is the baﬁkbﬁn&}af Japanese socisty., Urbanization remsined
unknown for a very long perfod, very vecently it has come to
the lively pleturs of rigldity with & Yittle &ogr&a of rnobility,
' 6ba410n¢a is consistently uuph;slzsd slongwith, responsibility,
succataaca, nﬁhinwemgnt, nurturance, sociability and inde-
panden&e among nth@r varfablex., DNominance is the least stressed
eloment of socialization. Aggression is not stressed during
the esrlier periods, but later on sggression, schievement, self-
raiitnca of Japanese children foym the basis of their creati-
vity. Thus, both the slenents of suthoritarian as well as
nr&ativa parsunu!ttian are emphusizad in Japsn.

{a)_ sogisliﬁttian Patterns in ?hiliggin

?hilippings siali:r&y has remained under the rula of
Spain and the vnite& States. Therefore, Philippine culture
hes been strongly infivenced by Spanish culture and by 1.8,
Training for independence. Thus, in Hagen's terms elements
of retrsatism avre also pressnt in Philippines which may have
s setback in the personslity formation of the children.
Obedience as » variable is lsx, the trsining of the children
baing through cesxing rather than demanding, R&spansihllity
is viewed as & pfinaﬂ qualzty snd is seen as s matter of
ehild's initiation. Responsible behavicur develops graduslly
with age, not stressed to the dogree as in India, Kenys or
Jopan. Girls are responsive towards domestic work while
boys tovards useful economic activities. Obedience and res-
p@nsi&iiity are oriented more towards vetvestist pstterns,
hpgressive hebaviour of the children is less frequent, Depen-
dence of the ﬁhilﬁran is viewed as & content of rcspansibitity.

Ahievsmsnt is not straxaed wuch as the ¢h11dren are not
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motivated to s higher degreo, Seif-rellance is low as
children are other-reliant during the periods of need. ,
Thus under the domain of this kind of stress of varisbles,
the ngiﬁg mtmm of personsliity {dua to Hegon) in ‘
?hiiigpints is the wttreatist waraonality.

(£ - Scaiazizatian Patterns amony; the aw‘ﬁqg;andars of
?fﬁéﬁv o :

The w@at frsauent typa of porsonality as en antcamu
ef socislization is the crestive type. Obedience, aggre-
ssion, succorsnce as the factors of child-resving renain
suppressed under .the stress of socisbility, schievemont,
solf-velience, The remsining-variables (responsibilfity,
‘dominsnce, purtursnce) occupy the intermediste positions.
Obedience is stressed move Jurimg later childheod, Parants
encoursge achievement more for boys than for girls.

In the early childhood, the child meets the Increasing
numbor of neede by himsalf. Agprassive Sshaviour of
‘the children against the pasrs is especially encourvaged
by the garants, otherwise vecessive foatures of sggression
are noticed, Thus, it is sufficiont to say that under
the subjection of this ordered sequence of vaxiahlei,
personality ayndrome is a matter of creative developwent.

(3) . - Child-Rearing Practices in Six Cultures

 The techniques of socislization alsc have a tendemcy
of variation from one sociéty to smother. Nor exsmple,
toilet-training is lax in‘ﬂapnn, Kexico, Philippines and
India as velated to strong feelings of obiigstion snd
i&entifiaatiﬂﬂ with one's group, O the other hand taileta
training is strictly anﬂbraad in Americsn culture, whore
group sanctions ere valued fﬁr their 1nstfuaenzatityd The
devisnt behaviour ¥ out-patterned is pnnighed. Child 1is
strictly reared in Konya. Oroup sanctions are viewed as
the end, negation of uhiah nmay mesn the ostracization of
the individusis in XKenya. The tachniquea and other practices
of saciaiization in the Six Cultures are given in table
5 below,
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{Source : ¥e David and Havari : Socisl Psychelogy :
1968 : 107). .

Porsonslity formation is thus limited bty the social
organiration patterns, In every society existing patterns
ef subsistente economy secisl control, religion as the
basic {nstitution of social organization hove stisulating
impacts at every stop of the growth of the children.

Thus, our idesl typlecal paradigm though vague

- {undetermined) hes gome validity., In other werds, the
 personality formation 45 directly related to child-rearing
ateitudes and practices in the six socfeties. & continnum -
con bo ostablished of personniity types snong these '
socioties vanging from authoritarian to the innwvative
tvpe, , ~ , -
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CHAPTIR 111

INDIAN CASE ; PAMILY, CASTE AND SOCIALIZATION

Hature of organization of the Indian soclety has been
viewed in accordance with its cultural patterns and traditions.
Since it is different when compsred with other sccisties, .
so are our methods of institutionslization as all the insti-
tutions are given special place in relation to dharme. Indien
culture is deeply vooted in the past end in its present
form, it is the result of diverse forces. The divorsity of
Indis = rendered possible by its cultursl unity. Family,
caste ond rogion as the important loyalty systems have still
mainteined their unity under the intensive subjection to the
modernizing tendencies 1ike urbanization, industrislization,
buresucratization and secularizstion etc. The picture of
social 1ife in India 48 painted by its villege 1life as nmore
than eighty percent of the population lives in the villages.
Village as a2 unit of habitstion amalgsnmates and absorbs the
various tyaditions, menbers of vhich interaect together to
give s coherent picture of social interaction. These
traditions ave vopresented dy differont religlous groups.

. Contrayy to the earlier views of assoclation of great tradi-
tion with Hinduisp {See, Redfield : 19%6; Singer : 1064 and
Sinha : 1088) it may be assumed that the great tradition

is common to other religions like christianity, buddhisn
ete, which 1ink the entire Indian society.

The particular nature of our organization lesds us to
the view that our methods and mechanisns of secislization
are also diffevent. These distinctive patterns of sociali-
gation rosult in the emergence of personality type suited
to our social setting. /The process of socisiisation and
porsonality formation like other processes nro most influenced
by the socio-cultural institutions of family snd caste,
These institutions have met gradual change in order to cope
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with the new soclocultural milleu and mey be approached

from Durkheinm's “solidarity" or Tonnies "gemeinschaft”
vicwpoints., In Indisn society, the procoess of soclaliza-

~ tion emphasise the developuent of “other-directed” per-

sonality (in Riesman's terms) oy "authoritarisn” personslity

{in Hagen's teyms). In this chapter, our main concern is

to sse how far the process of socislization is affected by the

fanily and the ceste systems? - Secondly, whether the

souisiization patterns of different subcultuyal groups

and strata ore conducive to tho development of characteristics

of creative personality? And finslly we would see that how

far the process of soclalizstion leaves considevablo scope

for divorsity among socisl groups as well as among the

fndividusis? To look for ahove explanations, this chapter

is divided into two parts - the family ond the caste in

India.,

(1) Fomily and Socislization in Indis

A The basic unit of onotional and economie¢ security in
avary society is the universel institution of faniiy., It
is the must important informsl mgoncy of socialirzation,
where the undeveloped and helpless human child lesrns the
basic norms of the soclety. Family as an agoent helps in the
devolopment of the child's personality by furnishing knowledgo
sbout the child's role towards society., It tends to esta-
. ‘biish the stable sffective reloticnships between the parents
and the children. It is a fundamental multipurpose orgoni-
- zation for many of the principsl life functions of the
individunl and of soctety as suggested by Mendelbaum {1670 :
33). Thus, the family seatisfies primsvy needs for the
growth and dovelopment of normsl personslity through parental
affection, control and guidance and a sense of security,

{a) Joint Pemily end Socislization

'éfﬁe‘gﬁﬁetal type of family seructure in India is the
Joint-Pomily. In a joint fanily two or mors generations live
together in the same babitat who are also bound togother by
the ties of common hearth and common purse (Kapadia : 1955;
Earve ®: 1958; Bailey : 1960 and Mendelbsum : 1070}, Joint
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fonily, as a pattern is common in the higher caste groups,
the nein occupation of which is agriculture (cultivation).
Possossion of land is @ precursor for the existence of this
pattarn in India, because cultivation requires the coopera-
tion of the moenhers vho form a cohesive unit. As we move
down the ladder of the socinl hiaevarchy this form of family
wvonkens and bdecomes an ideal type. That is, jointness of
the family is no longer maintained hecsuse of no or less

land possossion and poor economic conditions as shown in
Chanukhera villege of U, P, (Singh : 1870 : 254-286). It

does not become extinct immediately but diminishes slowly.
Regional and structursl variations in joint family are also
ovident from the varicus studies of Kolends, Desai, Gove, Dube,
Gough ond Cohn. There exists hierarchy of suthority patterns
fn fanily roles among tho nemhers in the joint family as its
foature. |

In Indin, the upbringing of the child is comparatively
different from other societies. His arrival in the joint
fanily is not considered unique, since there may slready bde
other children (of the eldor brothers) as shown by Minturn
end Hitchcoek (1966). Child's expsriences, gratification,
frustration occur in relation to the mother and surrogates in
the joint family. The upbringing of children in their earlier
periods is most influenced by tho personality of the mother.
Since fllial-frateynal rolationships are closely maintained
in Indian seciety, tho personality of the mother has also been
woulded twice. During her childhood, she may have been
socialized by her parents differently than hor socialirzation
{adult) in the new environment after marriage, in ovrder to
adjust properly in the patriarchsl residence. Not only in Indis
but in almost evory socioty, nother is centrally involved in
the process of socialization, while the role playesd by father
is more peripheral in nature. In the earlier periods, the
father-child relotionship yvomains weak but it gains strenpth
as the child pgrows, Under the suthoritstisn milieu of tradi-
tional Indfan fanmily unauostionsble chedience and responsibility
are treated sos most crucisl varishles of socializstion,
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Obédience not only to the father or grandfather, but to
the elder brothers and other siblings is also demanded
as shown by Orenstein (1965 : 47-48). This suthoritarian
socisligntion nake children mote dependent and aggressive.
‘It becomes di€ficult for them to cope with (with such
personality charscteristics) the chang!ng and nodarnizing
-%avirann&nt of our sa:iety.

o ‘Séciglizatiaa af the childr&n shaul& be dir@ctaﬁ in
tha fennoy which makes then meve self-relliant, indepsndant,
cq~apa¢ati?a‘ar6 rurturant theredby losding to moxs creative
structuring of the personsiity. Por production of persons-
1ities of such kind, wewmid have to ro-orient sll the
instivutions and agents of secialivetion, thereby, changing
the content of it. The foint family protocol left 1ittle -
accyélﬁaf the development of initiative, golf-roelience and
motivetion. Initiative certainly developed to some extent
‘among the children, which may bo collective or may be
individual, A ¢ollective initistive developed in joint -
fomily is rathor a caseo of authoritarisniss. On the other
hand, pockets of retreatism might have boen observed throughout
the commtry, as the developuent of inltistive led people
to migrate to the forelpn canntrles or dewalupaant of
ontrepreneurship, - -

| Jaiﬂt faﬁily szructute of India cerrespandﬁ to. the
gamainzwhafi” category of F@rﬁin&nﬂ Yormies. . In a3 study
of bacheloys of Ahmodabad it. has bgen shown that the family
as & collective consclence suppresses individusl autonomy
{te fulfil the styong comnitment towards familiar obligations).
ﬁigh@r efucstion and geograpﬁﬂai scgfagatica of the aons did
ﬁaﬁ promote stfengar indiviauaiity. The "sameinschaft” nature
of joint femily bring them closer to fulfll their responsibi-
1ities and family abiigatiunx {Gandhi and Yrishna : 1969) .
Thus, geographical aegrngmticn remains impaived by psychelo~
pical separation fronm the jeint family (Kapadia, Gandhi, etc).

(b}  Deterninants of Fafsuaaxity

“Ahe Indien chil&rﬁn are rnr»ly exyoxad to new
experiences because they adopt a model during their childhood
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{with reference to any adult in the family) and their
dovelopment nny be conditioned by the adopted model. Since
our society s maole dominated, male ndults zre often taken
as vole model and female children may adopt s model of the
mother or surrogates., This podel does not, enable the
oparation of the nind of the childran themseives. These
children have least degree of independence undor the domi-
nesring atmoaphere. In joint fapily structure, selection
or role wodel itself prosonts a problem, due to number of
nales present in the family.

fconomic conditions of the family are dominant
over other factors 1ike soclial or political statuses, Since
poverty rules over India, people are poor and therefore it
could be assumad that “poverty dreeds a perticular varioty
of ﬂaraaﬁalit? configuration”., The poor economic coendi-
tions demond the earlier rocruitment of the children towards
family's income to meet the expenditurcs and improve the
gtondards ¢f living. Such economic prossures may slso
force wonen te work, thevefore, the infants in the housshold
nay be deprived of matevnal wsrmth. Lack of maternal warmth
ney lead to the development of mentsl 1llness among these
¢hildren., The child training therefors, may be patterned
sccording to the node of subsisterce economy, as hss heen
suggested by Aberlo for the western socliety. lie writes,
“ouch of the work on achievemsnt and affilistion as well
o5 on other foatures of the American child-rearing by class
snd by time pevioed can probably be ultimately related to the
naturs of the market system in the modern world” (Aberle :
1961 : 381-399). However the roiationship of economy and
fanily structure has oleo been shown by Hpstein in her
study of social change in two south Indian Villasges (1962).

(<) Nuclear Family and Socialization

Hore and movre nuclearization of joint family is
taking place due to rapid changes in the political, economic,
social and cultural spheres. This shift in fanily pattern
is referred to as qualitativoe transformation by Desat. le
writes, '"the traditional joint-family and tho familistic
rural framework have besn undergoing s qualitative transfor-
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neation. The basis of yural family relationships is shifeing
fron thet of status to that of contract...... The family s
being transformed from a unit of production to a unit of
consumption” (Desaf : 1961 : 48). In the words of Cove,
"secularization of 1ife and the goowth of an individuslistic
philosophy sre incompatible with joint family living,
because by omphasizing the norms of rationality, tho uniqueness
of the individual personality and the individusl's right to
pursue his cun goals, thoy make conformity to family tradi-
tion and the acceptsnce of familial controls difficult for
individual members” (Cove : 1968 : ¢5). Thus, nuclearization
of joint family according to Gore is a necessary step to
produce mere innovative or creative persomalities. The

akift in petterns of fawmily living requires shift in both its
structures and functions, Por instance, the authority system
fn nuclear families is vather more sgualitarian in conttast

to the one in foint fanily systenm.

As joint farmily remained barrier to the change in
the valuo system stops towards emsncipation of parental
dominance by sons may be cbserved in contemporary tinmes.
At the same €ine they had to vemsin under the parental
obligations for sequisition of minimum prerequisites in
ordor to cope with the new situstions of the modernizing
society. In ordor to ¢ope with the enmerging environment,
the progressive families oriented towards achievement have
- to glive 'veto! riphts to the children. 1If not provided,
children make offorts to gain it. Reorientation of intra-
fanilinr relationships is demanded to provide ample scope
for the development of solf-yeliance, achievemont, and
individusiity. Az Kapadia puts it, “reorientation of relstion-
ships...... in 8 way that will provide full scope for the
propor and healthy development of the individuality of
 the young” (Xapadia : 1966 : 323). Since man's role is
parspount in fakily's economy, the socialirzation of the
vale children densnds move stress on self-reliance, aggression
and achievement. Though women have also shared the respon-
sibilsity of contributing to family's income yet during
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thedr socfalization stress is laid most on nurturance-
succorance. The joint family make children vather dull

as thoy take “for granted” the joint purso, habltat end
hearth, so initiative to schidve is less developed. In
modorn industriaslizing periods we vequirs changes in

the ‘gamelngehsft ic family or its conposition, so as

to estaklish more, freocdon to guraua the neans for desired
gaals adjuatahle te ra$1d~sucia! change (Gore : 1968 : 45).

Thna there occurs shift in the socielizetion
variables to produce crostive persons to cope with the
‘technolopiasl snd in&ustrial advancemsnt with the change
in the Eﬁﬁiiy‘struetura. This indicates partly the grtdnul
weakening of jolat family and frequent devslopment of
pucleny families. Paronts in nuclesy family are able to
give more sttention snd socialize thoir children in their
oun vays. HNuclearization of the joint family may result
in appesvsnce of the psychologicel tensions in both the
parents and the chiidren. Social change thus, disrupts tho
- continuity betwoen generatioms, The process of nucleoarize-
tion is however not instantaneous but historical. The
idiosyncrazic features of individuels have 2 tendency to
show variation in response to similar cultural norms.

The individual diffsrences eannot be svoided in any case.

~ Thiz con be tested whon different children react to the

some anw&rennant shaxing their unique psychologicsl makeup,
Reau%iﬁn to aituntiﬁn requires the associstion of both

the “culture free” and “'culture bound” personality charac-
teristies., Therefore, it bacomes quite obvicus that in

the sane family at the samo time, we may have creetive as woll
B8 suthoritative types of personslities. But under the _

~ authoritarian atmasﬁhgra of socislization, the characteris-
‘tic:ﬁmturas of araati?ity may twmain suppressed.

Iz the gradusl period of time, there occur changos
in the structure and function of the family. ODme to it,
parental behaviour aslso changes and there exist diverse
- values, moraiity and styles of 1ife s« pointed out by
Singh (1967 : 64). In the Western soclety, change in
parentsl behaviour is shown by Bsldwin (1946 : 143-165).
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Hie found that pavents of nine vear old children sro less

warm, loss intelluctually stimuleting, less indulgent

and more restrictive than the parents of three years old
children. That is, with the gradual growth, the changes in
sbilitios, noeds and ways ofthe child in sccordonce with

the environment affect this delicate balance of inteyaction
patterne in the family as suggested by Yarrow and Yarrow (1964).
Thus, in tho zuccessive stages of socializstion, changes

in fonily envircnment iimit the sppiicability of socialise-
tion variebles, ' '

In nucleer families the expoctation and demands on
the sides of parents and offspring increases. Ramanujan
has vightly sugposted that “many pavents brought up in
joint family bouschold will find it difficult to cope with
these demands. The results of unfulfilled demands and
ungatisfied needs create considerable tensions among all
other members” (Dawmanujem : 1072 : 22). Thus, s child
in this atnosphere may be subjected to the "double binding”
situstions, which sre comuon in esvery society st every
step of 1life. The term "double binding” situations has
been coined by Bateson and others (1956 : 251-164). 1In the
double binding" situation participstion of an individusl in
two rutuslly exclusive situstions is demanded, without
showing or making comment about it. For exsmple, & child
s supposed to love his nother and at the same time he
is not expactoad to show it. This nay lead to his withdrawsl
into schizophrenic conditions, Everybody in a socioty i»
subjezted to such situations and at tinmes he may not be consci-
ous of 4t. Thus, every menber of a soclety is schirophronic
0 sems extent and he becomes hipghly subdued, retreating into
one's self thereby nffecting his peyche. 8till he is required
to participate in the sociel pane of the socliety. Another
“double binding"” situation of common existence during sociali-
zation in our soclety is that the mother may stress the self-
reliance and indepondence of the child whereas her behaviour
may show that he should not be independent. This “double
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binding” dileves make hiw subdued Qnd makes him upsot
peyehologically. Hence, parent-child relationships in
such copditions may be conflict creating.

l&) Hature of Parenthood and SOcialization of the
ﬂhiidrﬂn

fhaages in tha Kndinu fanily structure have signi-
f&gant effects on the personslity styucture of the children.
In the development of valuo system of a child, the values
of parents sre important. In the nuclesr femily, sociali-
zation is complete responsibility of the parents. In the
joint family, on the other hand, thoe rosponsibility of
socializding the ehildren is shared by all the adult senbers.
The parent-child relationship and the nature of the parent-
hood have strong besring on the development of the
children's personalities. The parents may be categorized
into the following types:-

1. Authoritarian parents,
2. Permissive psrents,
s, Rajecting parents, and

4, Denocratic parents.

{1} &utb@ritarian parents are rather atrict disciplins-
rign agents demanding complate chodience and submisston
from the child (Ross : 1861). Psy:holagicul tensions may
be crostad due to father's suthority and sons' expectation
of freedom. The childrern under the yoof of authoritarisn
stapesphere have no hearssy which leads to s very less
degree of écvafbpmant of initiativeness, sponteneity and
creativity. They\ara socialized to fonform to the traditional
norms and values, Parents ere not consistent either in
morel or punitive wayg. Undesiradle behaviour is resorted
~ to physical punishment. The result is child becomes
agpressive and nonzssertive as shown by Minturn snd Hitch-
coek (1566). These parents may force children to become
conformists.

(2) Pernissive Parents ?hcaevparcnts leave the child
‘to have his own moans and ends. Qeuarally)thay nay be over-
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indulgent fulfilling every need of the child or may be
over permissive, In these conditions of child soclaliza-
~ tion, mother cannot sssert herself and may remain un-
cartain, Verbatism {3 highly developed in the children
socialized in such conditions. They mey be sociable,
independent but less sbedient and more rebellious,
Shipstons has rightly suggosted that, "Influenced by the
prevailing social patterans in child upbringing, parsnts
‘nuy feel that thoy should not discipline their children so
as to avoid developing conplexes in them; or because,
‘parents srigue, childron ave also "free” individusis. So
thay romove necessary parontel controls from the children.
Children of such paronts will develop little respect €or
the vights of others, or for law and ordey” (Shipstone :
1972 : 33-34). Generally such trends of socinlization
may bo found in the caste groups with good economic and
sotial conditions. These children may possess sone urge
to achieve but do not manifest It due to sufficlent living
conditions,

33 Refecting Parents do pot give much sttention to
their ¢hildron, The children aro neglected in the carljer
tonder periods of thely i1ife, MNathswat epines that such
type of parent-child relationships are most harmful for
groving children. le vrites, 'In such circumstances, the
children feeling unwanted, unloved and dospised often
crave for affection from other persons, They turn inward
and become distant, aloof and isolated from others. Parents
tend to mske thelr children very dependent upon them, to
suppress thelr initiative, and to impose thétr-own dis-
torted gonls upon thelr children” (Nathswat : 18972 : 40).
Parental refection mey he due to poor cconomic and social
positions of the family. The case of rejecting parents is
generaily found in low caste and class people., Upper
class parents vay also-be rejecting dut they nay take the
help of baby-sitters for the care and socialization of the
children, Such children may be mentally and physically
retarvrded having no urge to gain anything in the world and
locking tenscity to do, It has slso been suggested by
Sume Chitnis that, "Inadequacy on the part of the parents
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neans & lack of parental guidance for children in thely
formative yesrs”. She writes further, “Apart from {ts
consequences to the hehaviour of children in society,

- psrental insdequacy has direct repercussion on the relation-
ship between parents and children” (Chitnis : 1971 : 184).
Parental yejection may result into passivo scceptance by the
children of the {nndequmcy on the part of the parents and
thore may dovelop strains and conflicts betweoen the paysnts
and the childyen. [Parental absonce noy Also be the reason
of child’'s noglect., Higration or death of one of the
parents may make children helpless in the hands of parent-
surrogates as evident from the socialization of Rejput

Indre Singh of Gujarat (Steed : X955 : 102-145).

{4} bemocratic Pavents act friendly with their off-
spring. They aaghasiae freedon of expression, thought aad
action to a tolerabla deogree. They lay stress on independence,
responsibility and sociability and soclalizetion of the
children under such conditions may lesd to the development

of more elemonts of craative personality snong the children
1ike sensitivity, originality ond creativity. Upbringing

in such an atmonphere doos not lead to the development of
stress and strains betweon parents and the children, There
are hundreds of fapilies in Indla in differont caste groups
wheroe pavents are friondly to their children. "In this kind

of home enviremwent children need not undergo any troums

in the biologieal and socioclogical changes that they experience
{Shipstome : 1372 : %13. Thess children in turn respect

their paronts and tho parent-child relationship 1s smooth,
Demoeratic parents can guide their children with a confidence

~ yooted in experience. |

Although these observetions might be made out in
a socioty, the distinct catepories of such parents in velstion
to casto hisvarchy is difficuilt to establish,

(2)  Caste and Socislization

| An India the other most iImportant institution
affecting the soclelization is the caste-s system maintaining
stratification, GDvery society iz s composite structure

4
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consisting of numerous distinguishable groups or subgroups,
‘cultures and subcultures. Iach group is comparatively different
in regerd to values, attitudes towards moral and political be-
haviour and habits to the other group. The socialization of the
children in such groups is patterned according to the existing
socisl conditions. These differentioted groups in the context
of Indien soctety are graded hisrarchically (status and occupa-
tion wise).” Many detailed studies have heen made in the caste
syster in both the urban and the rural areas. But when it comes
to the socialization trends of the respsctive ceaste groups, the
authors have yemained non-verbal. Some of them have nmade some
‘mentions in the yﬁ#aimg, in 8 paragroph or two, that too giving
a genersl picture only. That is why it is difficult to extract
nesningfully the various ways of socislization smeng different
subcultural groups in our society. -Our sim in this section is
not to go into dotails regarding origins or the evolution of
caste systenm but we would deal with the impact of caste's ideclogy
on the personality formation (in terms of ths variables of
socialization),

Bach caste has its own distinctive means and ends for
the achievemant of the desired gosls. Different patterns of
gratificatian*depriv&tion structure vicw'instrumcnznl process
in"mara,ur less uniform with slight variations. The impact of
caste structure on the personality formation of the socialized
‘children has not been studied so far maintaining the virginity
of the field. Indian sociology infsct is the soclology of upper
caste groups, most work is done on the twice-born caste groups.
Recently, after the amendment of constitutionzl laws some socio-
logists have focussed on the study of lov caste groups and untouch-
ables. Very few works have so far been done in the fisid of =
gocialization, all on the Rajputs- a Kshatriya caste groups in
Redosthan, Khalapur (U.P.) and Gujarat by Carstairs (1958),
Minggra and Hitchcock (1963) and Steed (1955).

Development of certain tyalts pec&figrly applicable to
the socio-econonmic conditions are forced by the caste groups. As
Carstoirs has shown thet a child belonging to the particular

caste acquires the socig.cyltursl patterns of bohaviour,beliefs
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. and noyms relevant to that group. ~Carstairs studied the
personclity formation through unconsciocus and consclous processes
not only of Rajputs but also the other twice-born castes (brah-
| wins, banias). %egienal variastions of the castes are inevitable
due to spocific hierarchical organization. Also, the caste
distinctions under the impact of sducation, urbsnisation, snd
industrializetion are nore moro rigid as is seen in the cities.
However, anthroposocial environment of the villages lend to the
nanifestation of such distinctions. The simple and homogenous
nature of the villages helps in mointaining such distinctions at
ease. Caste has been defined in different ways by eminent social
scientists 1ike Hutton, Dumont, Dougle and many others. Socisl
intersction patters of caste system has been stressed by Eerreman,
He defines 1t as "2 notwork of status equal interaction between
birth ascribed groups" (Berreman: 1968 : 333-330). Fhus, there
- exists among different caste groups sn interaction of superior
inferior or in other words suporordinate-subordinate. It helps
in maintaining social distance in terms of purity-pollutios
and commensality.  Sometimos due to this discrimination tensions
nay devolop emong the low caste people, which may have bearings
on the personslity formation of the children of such groups,
Emergence of different personslity types is therefore, not due
to heredity but due to different soclalization patterns. Thus,
change in socislization would lead to change in personality.
Hence it would be correct to say common patterns of socisligation
of the castes (say Brahmin or Hajput) result in 'basic person-
ality' structure of these caste, burthis homogenous development
is certainly affected by the changing neture of organization
of the society.

{a) SQciulixatiun Pattexrns of Different Castes In twice*
born castes (Brahmins, Xshatriyas and Valshas) upbringing of
children is rather 8 criterion of restrictiveness or over-
possessiveness under the strong suthoritarisn atmosphere. This
wmay not be the case of other lower caste groups. For instance,
Rajputs - the martisl or militent caste group lays stress on the
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msintenance of honour, status snd dignity. Durinpg the socialization
of the Rajput child, stress is laid on high sebedience, aggression
and dominance due to which several conflicting situation may |
energe. This i evident in Khalapur Rajputs where the mothers
stress the importance of sggression as linked with the social
status, in the proverb: "Po not start a fight, but somesone starts
a fight with vou, fianish itv (%1nzurn and Hitchcock: 1968 :351).
Asothor instance of status maintenance is given by Steed, in the
study of personality formation of Kassandra Rajputs. One of her
informants was conscious of status maintensnce and told her that

*1 care for ny raputntien twenty four hours a day” (Steed: 1955:118)

Since Rajputs exsrcise unchnlluﬂgaahlﬁ authority and
donminsnce, the ebelition of zagirdari systes created tremendous
' tensions when power wes removed from their hands. Iquality of
opportunity snd sbolition of untouchability, title and séx-
differces have mede them more repulsive. They consider the
necessity of caste system which may be observed in the traditional
scone (villagoe) of Indis evon today as thoy do not want to give
sway the inhorited power and authority. Alsc, in the periods of
vomen ensncipation still Najputs treat their females inferior who
have been compartmentalized in the big courtyards with purdsh
systom still existing. Sinco the carly childhood, o male child
iz nade aware of the inforior status of tho fomales in the house-
hold. This is expiictt cloarly from the following oxplanstion
given by Carstairs that, "owning to the Rajputs strict observance
of purdah, there i3 s sharper differentiation hetween the wonman's
world, where the child is king, and the man's world, where the head
of the housechold rules dictatorially., As soon as he can walk, the
boy spends muck of his time in the male side of the house the
nardana® (Carstaris 1857 :112Z). In the presence of male adults
or servants, the child learns to address his elders and is made
_ aware of his future roie pertsining to the norms of the rajput
cnste.

s i “Byrshmins, on the other hand, do not lay stress on sggression
or strict obedience during socialization. As their occupation
indicates they emphasize the preominence bought to them by birth
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and their reolipgions obiipations, No doubt all efforts are made
to maintain the superior status. Regarding the child training
practices of Brahming, Anant writes, “Importance is given to tho
full performance of rituals starting from morning... héir
children lears to adopt, fan attitude of formality and wespect,
rather then ome of affection or indeed of intimscy of any sort,

. towards their sfathers" (Apsnt: 1967:388). Thus, s child is
socinlized sd as to mointsin tho concept of purity throughout his
. life, 1In the corlier peviods of socizlization, father or mother
"fmay‘bn'vimwed'as vivelyy by the child as sn attribute of Oedipal
and electre complexoes common to every gfcup end cawte, Yaishyas,
& nerchant ¢pste nioup lay erphagsis on nurturance, sel!—reliance
and obedisnce, The early rosponsibility of children is demanded
s shown by Carstaivs, Since their oeccupation is such, vaishyas
heve stronger urge to become nore and more rich by aoney- lending
te the poor caste groups. Dut d4e to opening of village banks
their occupation has lost sig@ififancafand have taken to other
profossions, Thus, shift occurs in personelity characterizations
which devands reorientstion of socialization patterns.

~ Thus we may observe that these caste groups have certain

conmon (identical) valuos, -Biiferen&é&-in child-rearing practices
and personaiity formation s the result of coste consciousness,
rooted in their snciu~pﬂiiticsl econonic conditions. Caste
conscioushess act like an besm of light casting the members of a
society in dlfferont groups so ss they possess distinct positions,
Coste consclousness is not stressed ruch es we novo down the laddey
of secial kicrarchy, Aow caste mothers - (shudras) Jty more
stress on obedience, responsibility, towards parental authority,
hongstsy and nurturance. They sre moro conformists to existing
norms of their coste groups. The need for dependency is higher
in shudras beiﬂy the lowest in the varnoular podel of Hindu
A soclety., They are more hostils sgainst untouchables as has been

suggestaé by Anant (inid: 391}, '

1€ wo look a2 the'¥ariablﬁs of socilization stressed in
“esch casto group wo find that upper caste parents stress obedience
aggression, dominonce and succorance while middle caste parents
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nay lay strass on curiosity, crestivity, self-reliance, noti-
vation atcav/ﬁs tho succorance (depondence) nseds smong the
upper caste groups are nurtuved by the adults, it 1s true that
the parents projoct their values into the value nystem of children
Difforonces in two value systems may lead to conflicting situa-
tions (Bohn: 1957; Carstadrs: 1088; and Singh: 1867). Also it
may be possibio thet whet is s mattey of stress in the lower
groups is teken “for granted” Ly the upper caste groups. This
oy be due to socio-cconumic conditions which ars wanifested by
the tochnigues of socislization like woaning, cleanliness and toi-
let~training vhich nsy be prolonged in the lower caste groups,
Behaviour of the paront (crgin othey words parenthood) vheother
rejecting or oveypernissive (as in low caste sand untouchables)

or indulgont, democratic (middle caste groups) or overprotective
(upper caste groups) has stimulating effects on the personality
formation,” Thus the interaction of socialization varisblies in
relation tos ‘socinl stratificetion sz drawn ‘Eram certain studies
is shown in the tabae given below,

Table §: Iateraction betwcen Socislization Varisbles and sgaial
Seratification in India,

ﬁanba-—mbmw&ubmwsv*mnwum*n»&ﬂng‘»nnﬁA&i--’a‘ngwanmuvfﬁﬂbnuw-ﬁ'q"llb wwwwwww
'Socinxiaaw Twico-born Castes tiiddle Caste Lower Caste
tion\oxrfabls | (Upper Class) (Middle (Lower Class)

rahninsg| Kshatyiyd Vaishya Class) :

’ : Clesn Shudras Unclean Un-

Shudrastouch-
LE R R B E B KN N B R R N R R h»cnv-'ﬁw%muquqnwnona«awwaan! ~~~~~~~~ g@!??-
. ' } B

Cbedience High | High High ﬁadium ]High High
ﬁggggggég’;%é txwgﬁmﬁm-éi&ﬂﬂ -g-anwunmn.gﬁgnnwdnhw.aguos-;mu-&mu*j-un- ..:...-..
Aggrossion H H M L B H
Doninance 5t M LM L LM -
Succorance ¥ H B M H M
Sac!akility 2 Lt 1 L | M - -
Achieven&nt ' Laﬁ : M M H-H L-M
Sox§~ra1ianag M M [ H-11 H LM
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tabsﬁruat«& from the studies u£ cu§stuirn, #inturn and Hitcheock,
Pube, Gupts, Ishwaran, Majumdar and other village studies)

it has been found in wany villsge studies that innnv:tive*
noss or croativity of the individuals is welcomed to some dsgr&a.
More degree of creativity bocomes a matter of scrutiny. In Indias
children are not vownrded for heing self-rveliant or socisbls or
inpovative as shown by Dube in Shamirpet village study (10585) and
Minturn and Hitkock (1963). Similarly, intelligence and indigenous
ﬁgyn-af deception ave unmistakably apprecliated. Thus, elemonts
of strong suthoritarianissm dominate the socisligstion pattorns of
upper cnst&s‘ﬂ&n India. Cases of development of inttistive, move
achiovasent mntivntian havs however been observed, since the eariier
psriods among the higher caste groups. Majumdar in his study of
*Mohana villsge” gives a- iﬁwiiar trend of socialisation, le shows
that children of the lower casts groups are rather more rejocted
and on ths eehar hand upper caste children are more dauacraﬁicuxly
aaeializeaa

(b}l' Retreatism and ﬁasﬁa Syztam ' Repercussions of colonialiss
may still be observed in Indian socfoty which have 1sd to the
development nf’?&t?ﬁ&tisn. not on the whole but in the pae&utz. in
rﬁzatiam 20 caste systen it may he exprssed as: A child from any
caste grouprany develop a strong dosire for freedom and {nitistive
deveopment, These needs remsin suppressed undey the suthoritarian
socislization emphasizing the noeds of aggression, depondence and
dominance, These indiffsrences or conflicting situstions creato
snxiety in the child. To avoid this anxiety the child internalizes
the rules of the gawe, tharﬂby the rage which he davalops is trans-~
forved into ths nesds Lfof'aggressien.an& dominance s Thus he-once
iagain aavnxops the personality syndrome of suthoritarien type.llence,
the continuous formation of guthoritarian personalities, in general,

i3 svigont in the uppor castes and claas groups. During infancy
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the pattern of socializatian nf the children is move liberal.

in the childhood, this aituation changes conpletely under strict
disciplinary atmasphare., Tharefora, psycholngical tensions nay
gppesy on the scana, wﬁich may lead to theiy walndjustm»nt in‘the
sociol miliau.

?he diaﬁatisfantien of the work danery the low caste
poople may also iaaé to their withdrswl. They may have creative
clements in theiy pergnnality ‘stYucture which may remsin latant
and masked by the cultural conditioning due to their sanskeiti-
gation and mobility. The phkenomonon of mobility has only vrecently
come into existence, The most Common typs of mobility is Sanskiit-
fzation, where lower caste groups have tried to change their |
attitudes, custons, values and ways of 1ife in the direction of any
of the twice-born castes. They may once agsain feel dissatisfied
by their reference group. 7o gain such high position it is
quite obvious that they have to change the basic principles of
their socfalization. This has been suggested by Damle, when he
writes, "Reference group theory slucidate chages iu group nenmbery-
ship, where this is possible through the process of anticipatory
socintization, A person who cannot become a member of another
~ group despite his intense motivation and aspirations to do so,

nay develop vehenment hostility towsrds that group' (Damlo: 1968:97).
Thiss enevgence of suchk conflicting conditions may make persons more
initistive and self-yeliant which has not been shown sq&far, Cohn
{1955) has tyied to show the aanflicting conditiens a£/typa where
chamars of Madhopur smulated the model of Thakurs while making
cfforts to change their status, The porsonality make up also
changes duriing the period of mobility but what type of it emerges,
is difficult ¢o say, because, dissatisfaction oy rejection of
~referenco group may enable the vigorous developmont of hostility
or projudice. On the otheor hand, the westernication, as a process
of mobility among upper castes may also csuse certain changes in
the patterns of soclalization end porsonality formation., 1€ the

sanskritizing grouy is vejected or discriminsted the varighles of
sociatization by such parents may be used, to produce creative
personaiity, in order to gain the social status. Thus in a period
of tine the sanskritized children may become move creative,
. possessing higher deproe of senstivity, originality, rotivation,
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and nopcomforming to the traditional norms., Hers, the indirect
development of creativity due to sanskritization srises. The
nenbers of non-sanskritizing lower caste groups may alsc be con-
ducive to change, Although tbey may be tradition bound dus to
cortain limitations but if g&van & chanfe, they would certainly
try to would their childron in the direcﬂqn ta 3ain schievonment
thereby improving the status,

(c) Basta Prejudice and ?arsnnality Voices against the
rigidity of the caste system have hoen raised. HNo doubt the
strenthened roots of inequality have baen weakened, yet it is

not eradicated fully. Mere legislation cannot holp in the
eradication of the socisl ills of the caste system. It is scon eves
| today, that'in.lndia untouchable is still the untouchable not only
in the villago sceno but also in the citles, schools and other sucl
institutlans. The prejudices met by the untouchsbles from the
higher caste groups, have tromendous effoct on the personality
formation of the growing children. Sometinmes, the projudices

may be hostile and cruel that these prejudicesd groups completely
withdrav or submerged their interests and ambition. Superficially
‘they are vequired to participate in the socialgame. This type

of discrinination has led to the birth of many movements and
revolutions. 7The low caste people are exploited and prejudiced

in order, not to compete with the higher caste people by them. It
uoy be ohsarved that the personslity type or the pattern of
socinlization, is not responsible for such prejudice, but culture

- 4teelf is rasponsible for it. The studies of prejudices and
tensions have been made from psycheanalytic retiomalizstions both
in Indian and the western socioties (Adorno:1930; Allport: 1850;
Parsnjpe :1969; Anant (31972). It has been found that in the
suthoritarian atmosphere of childhood, the children behave.

' submissively and repress the suthority which cannot be directed

to the parents. Therofore,for salf-sctuslization during their
adulthood they tske hd¥p of prejudices. In Allport's view
projudice raf@ts.to'*thiaking 111 of others or being down on
something vou are not up on® (1954:6). Regarding the individual
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projudices, prejudiced children coms from affectionless families,
Btrict obadience is stressed during their soclalization. "Intol-
erance of ambiguity” as g personality trait develops in such
children socialized in the restricted atmosphere. Spontaneity and
‘ereativity as porsonality foxturcs are least developed in such
children. Prejudices have been measured in Indian society by
constructing certain socisl distance scales,  Prejudice is also
associated with social nmobility, where people experionce frequent
changes in occupation or socisl status. Thus differont constella-
tion of perscnality cheracteristics arc evident in different
caste groups due to cervain social conditions snd limitation of
social roles. |

N .

, Chenges in the traditional socisl structure are taking
'plﬁﬂﬂ in order to muintain the equilibriun aith its nodernizing
milieu. Structure snd idenlogy of foint family and caste
storootypes s%illlparsist oven ia cities and arong highly sducated
masses as suggosted by Cohnm (1971) and Anant (1967). These.
instisutions have great psychological influence on the personality
formotion of tho childven. Such personality syndromes may bo
viewsd as the resultant of specific socialization patterns and
are incompoatible with the cconomic development of the society.
Legal changes 1ike inter-caste markiages, increase in the age of
marriage, abelition of s&x diffurences and untouchability have
boen assertad by the constitution to set forward a goal of
eguality for society. Other changes like monetization, education,
secularization and fanily planning also emerge neturally. 5till
away fyom reslity, these changes may reach their goals in a
poricd of time, Yhe chenges though occuring, their movement is
slovw giving the pictures of continuity and change of Indian
society,
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~ SUMMARY_AND_CONCLUSION

The cumulative effects of sccio-cultural learning in
stru;zurgi ya*tﬁrﬂing of the porsonality of the nerbers of a soclety
are un éaaﬁtedly sfmmificant., In other words, it vefors to the
existence af cvizuravaacia’i:&t‘cn civenlarity in revsonality forua-
tion. Ax 1t has. baen found in the comparstive study of secisiization
variadlies in six cultures, tha cuitural differencen lead to the
ﬂﬁ#ﬂ!ﬁ?ﬂ?ﬁt of difﬁeiﬁat types of peysonality configuration, depaudent
upon existing nodos u"wgonﬁny, family and commmnity structure. Dasic
persawazity structure of sach saﬁzﬁty howevor shovg @ tendency tawards
nixture of autheritarian, rotrestist end imnevative personality
syndremes.  Bwergence of gnthoy arian peyeanality (Zonya, Jepan snd
India} iy conditioned due to patterns of secirl intersction guided by
the traditionsl tﬁiﬁki»g, flggen’s "Withdmawl of ststns Tmspect® due
to colonislism, as o Tactov . -geams to be relovant morve closely in
cases of ﬁiiiip@iﬁeq end Hexicoe, This 18 evident cleavly in our
| ,pécturﬂ, showing the emorgence of retrastist persenality as the
basie type in these socleties. In socialization, institutions of fami
1y and stratification holp being about comfommity., Bilemma hetween
Cpattem-maintenancs and aéﬁyta»iﬁﬁ 27 oxiating passarns ig present
in every gocisty, Tn wvevv*scmiaty, the child is made responsivs
to. the authority plecenssl in terms of the hohavieursl aress to
which he 15 subdocred., Rele nudol slse presents some difficulties,
In Mevory culture it may be found thst the low class or caste people
are rother permissive or relecting, not eaphssizing strict discipline.
Lower class paventhoad leads to proloaged nature of overy practice
and varisble stress of socialization. At evory stop of socislizstion
the children are pade svare of the cultural traditlons under tho
suthority of thoe paronts and surrogates: lother's role is pivotal
“and tho=efore its influsnce on the status of wowen and limited
cultural rolon playnd by her Lo direct on the upbyinging of the
childron, The vernscular systes of socializing practices symbolizes
aa%n@tiv@ systens and velues within structural-functionsl framowork.
This orientation leads tﬂ‘ﬂﬁaﬁlnﬁfﬁé comparisons of diﬁf@rﬁnt
societios {os discussed in Chopter IX}

Eiﬂ&ﬂ.thiié is born 1nt9 stratified soclety bound by certain
universa& faaturas 1ike casto, joint €family - the key factors of Indi
ar Xife, Joint family is howevey not universsl to all the segments

L
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of Indian people; yet caste, family and class differences suong
Hindus as well es non-fiindus (including minorities_ are fundsmental
vanits formation of their basic personality structure. “Laste cons-
ciousness is the critically involved concept in the personality
formation. It has been observed that the need for dependency is higher
in the low castes in Indien society as compared to other castes,
Culture and persanality in Indis have strongsy implications towards
fts econonic development, The FPundamental rights of the constitution
~seeck to modernize the politicsl, economic and socisl institutions of
the society. The “gemsinschaft"is naturs of Indian society has to be
- shifted for the purpose of its nmodernization. GSoclalliszatrion of the
children itself may be conduéive to such types of changes by allowing
more development of automonmy and individuality snd motivation to
schieve. This cen bo done by changing the trend of socfalization,
family structure and caste rigidity. The suthoritarian disciplining
of somy segments widens the gap between pcraonnlity outcome and the
changing socio-ecological milieu, the result of which is more 1nciden%q
of mavginslity of the individual or schizophrenis. The foctors like
aggression, succorance, obedience and responsibility stressed in

the socislizstion process have a setbeck in order to adjust with
universal, achievment, specific envivonment of moderniting Indimn
soclety. Thus, the problem of authoritsrian socislization as a
hurdle to industrial development omerges, How far ouw methods of
socialization are compatiblie to bring about social change hes to be
viewed in di1fferent subcultural groups.

Every person whether coming from rural or urban areas,
joint or nuclesr households, harijan or brashmin caste groups, has
sone elemonts of rotrestisn to use Hagon's concept. Is it possible
that this kind of retreatism s s positive factor for the emergence
of creative personalities under suthoritarian atmosphere. Here, we
nay sssune. the limited applicshility of Hagen's medel in the contaxt
of our own society, What is required in India today is the freedom
from structural constraints of family, caste snd reglon in order to
produce morve crestive personalities. Thus, there exists rociprocal
relationship between child-rearing practices and social organiza-
tions. This roquires however, further intensive study and the
development of a methodological framowork, -

LE R ¥
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