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A FROUECT FOR THE STUDY OF COMMON-SENSE
IDEOLOGIES OF CULTURB

The paper is based on the concept of social character of the
constructe of common-sense knowledge put forward by P. Be rge r
and T Luokmann (1983), P.Berger (1973), and P,
Berger end M. Kel1lner (1977). The conception of 1deo-
logy derives mainly from works by K. Mannh eim (1936), J.
Habermase (1978), and A, Touraine (1977). The pro~
position to treat culture as ideology comes from P, Gaudi bert
(1971). Ideas concerning the research methods are my own  though
they have been inspired by & number of authors, enpecially by
A, Touraine’s “methode de 1’intervention eocioclogique” and by cer-
tain ideas of ethnometodologiate 1ike W, W, Sharrook,
RedJoAnderson (1980)and P, BEgl141n (1980),

Common-genge knowledge as 1d.ologl

In taking action in the world individuals end groups impose
on it their cwn meanings snd form their own orientation  systems
which allow them for evaluation, choloe and definition of aims,
as well as for the determination of methods of action. Im other
words individuals act according to their common-sense knowledge of
reality. Common-sense knowledge contains "implicite" two premises,
which &re false in the fleld of theory, yet accepted as self-evi-
dent in common-sense knowledge.
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Common~-sense knowledge (1) taked for granted its own inter-
subjectivity and (2) derives from (1) a oonclusion of the
objective character of common-sense views on reality.

"Implicite"-adoption of these prinoiples often leads fto “ex-
plicitely" expressed opinions of falsity of all, other than own,
modes of world perception., Such & position generates i1deology, sin-
ce I denote by thia term all one-slded viewa on reality.

Ideology is thus any definition of reality from the viewpoint
of one of the social actors (individuals or groups).

Ideology, interaction and sociology

The sharing of a world-view 1s & necessary condltion of effi-
‘clent interaction. The common world-view is never given or ready-
-made but, on the contrary, it is being oonftinuocusly "worked out®
in the process of interaction.

Interaction 1s & process which constructs, meintains and modi~
fies a consistent reality that can be meaningfully experienced by
individuals, P, Berger oand H, Kellner (1977) defi-
ne interaction as "nomosbullding processes™ or simply "nomic pro-
cesses", _

Let me stress once more that I have adopted here the oconcept
of a dynamic, and not static, character of the knowledge of rea-
1ity. What is perceived as given reality (data) must be recognized
as being the result of a social action, of decisions or +{ransac-
tions, of dominations or confliots i.e, as such or other forms of
social interaction,

The sociological analysis must accept and apply the above con-
cepta, A description of society from any other than interactional
standpoints is i1deologioal and not scientific since the investiga~
tor employs in it a one-sided point of view. It is most often his
own construoct of reality taken as self-evident 6r, as in the @ao~
=galled "verstehsnde Soziologie¥, a point of view of an  actor of
social action. In the latier case the inveatigator’s own ideology
is replaced by some one else’s,

Acoording to A, Tourains, whose views I accept without reser-
vations, the central principle of scciological analysis = is that
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"the meening of conduct must be explained not by the consciocusness
of the actor or by situation in which he ia placed, but the soeclal
interactions in whioh he is involved. Sociology and analysis of-
sociel interaction are synonymous terms® (T ouraine, 1977,
Pe 7)0

We should observe thet ideology may perform two ocontradioctory
functions: it may enable and preclude interaotion. It enables in-
teraction (and guarrentees ites undieturbed course) when it is sha-
red by the actors. On the other hand it precludes or ourtails in-
teraction whenever it makes 1% imposaible to share the mode of
perception of a partner,

In order to assure the undisturbed course of interaction most
asctors try to impose their viewpoint (ideology) on others., In such
instances ideology conceals ita ideological character by referring
to "objective truth"™ and obviousness, or to norms and "status quo"
Thereby it masks real social relationa,

According te A, Touraine real relations get revealed through
conflict, In & situation where an open i.e. institutionalized ocon-
fliot does not ococur in the social movement sociological investi-
gation becomes more difficulé but it is etill possible., In any
case, in order not to become and ideoclogist a remearcher must
maintain a distance to idecloglies involved in the interaction; he
must remain independent. "In order to achieve this independence
without whioh his work is impossible, he must throw all his weight .
into the task of reestablishing the nature of the social relations
thus concealed in order to let those speak that have no voice, in
ordexr to break the power of ideological discourse and the false
evidensce in the categories of social practice® (Tourain a,
1977, pe 10). -

The imperative: "to let thome speak that have no volce"™ serves
as a motto for investigations undertaken in this paper. b

The conception of research

Ideology is & holistic vision of the world. For practical rea-
sons, it is justifiable to extract from it certain fragments of
reality and speak of family ideology, ideology of illness, work,



60 Mieczystaw Marciniak

healthy focd ete. In the present project we shall concentrate on
the ideology of culture,

The word "oulture®™ is used here in its stendard meaning in the
Polish language. In ocolloguial Polish "oulfure” is a common name
denoting literature, poetry, art, musio, theatre and f£ilm. Such is
algo ite meaning in the present study.

The problem of demooratization of culture is an important
soolal issue and thereby an objeot of sosioclogical analysis. Let
me account briefly for the importence of the problem. Firatly, in
the face of the loss of politiocal severeignty literature together
with art, religion and historical consciousnesa oconstituted <faoc-
tors maintaining Polish national identity, They are still regarded
to be factors of nationmal integrity, Secondly, it is accepted that
oulture constitutes a value in itself and that contacts with it
result in the formation and the development of personality. Henoce,
in our society of "planned sooialism®™ realiszation of the postulate
of soclal equality consiste in securing equal access to books,
theatres etc., while any unequality in acocess to ocultural values
ia treated as an index of social stratification on equal %terms
with income, occupation, education eto, Thirdly, it 4is accepted
that through literaturs, film, theater etoc. oulture develops un-
derstanding of one’s own situation and supplies means for verba=-
lization of one’s interests. For these and other reasons attempis
are made in Poland to democratizme the &ccesa to oculture, These
attemps have had some effect.but not enough to satisfy. sxpecta-
tions. This is why I am putting forward a hypothesis that one of
the faotors these effeots is the discrepancy between the offiocial
‘1deology of culture and ideologles of common people,

In other words, various social groups develop in their own
ways their national identity, perfeoct their own personalities, and
use different means and spheres for expansion, '

: The aim of the present paper is to work out proper research
methods for a study of these common-sense ideologies.
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Moethods of research

- 1 an proporsing & basic assumption that ideology existe through
interaction, reveals itself in intereotion, and that it can de stu-
died only through interaction.

As a consequence of this sssumption resesarch should be condu=-
oted in the form of intersction (conversation) with & group of
several persons, Sinoce we have assumed that ideclogy reveals it~
self through confliet the researcher should be agressive, only
as much, however, as %o be able %o maintain contact with his in-
terlocutors, "Agression” means here nothing more than a presenta-
tion of his point., The researcher presente his own views ("own"
for we assume that he knows them best) in such & way as $o provoke
the participants, Anothexr suggested technique is fto preceds the
research session with a test of cultural incompetence of satudied
persons. A subsequent group discussion should be an occasion for
presenting "excuses", Another requirement of the proposed teahni-
que is that results should take their final shapes in %the gsourse
of remearch. Re-working of the resulta "at home™ is not permited.
The researcher should put down end discuss with his group the form
of a report and register all points of agreement and dissent.

A oomperison of the proposed $echnique
with the technique of interview

!ndi&:xt:::';::gniqu‘ Proposed taschnique

1. Conversation with sll 1. Conversation with a
persons, in turns, group.

2. Reapondents speak of some 2. Research itself oreates
“other' then actual reality,i.e. & situation whioh is the objeot
of their views. of study (here and now), Res-

pondents do not talk of thelr
viewa, They actually present

them.
3. Researcher tries not to 3. Researcher provokingly
reveal his attitudes. demasks his attitudes.
4. Results are edited by 4. Results are recorded on

"soders®, the spot as a result of "part-
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nexrship® collaboration between
researcher and hie group, It
helps %o &avoid ooding inade~
quacies. '
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PROJEKT BADAN NAD POTOCZNYMI IDEOLOGIAMI XULIURY

Artykut prezentuje zasady wyznaczajgoe spoadb prowadzenia wy-
wiadu, ktéry umozliwié ma rekonstrukcj¢ potooznyoh ideologii kul-
tury. Srodkiem umotliwiaja:ym oei eole tego ocelu jest vzuotanio
dyskusjl w grupie oséb badanych, ktérym przedstawiono 1ns ytuoio-
nalng nre.,c 1 eologii kultury pozostajgog w sprzecznoficl ch
przekonaniami



