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‘tgn%&‘ep? gince she started ballet. Both my
iced it O1 ¢0 t’s,good exercise, but besides that we want
her to be elefant. Wejl dén’ Ike'a Tot ‘of the new trends in education; all this po-
litical correctness hat gone too far, Of course, womnen bave to have equal rights,
go as far as they can in education. I have a law degree, but at the same time [
think women should have grace, be elegant, be feminine. There are some things
worth keeping. A lot of traditions are wonderful, and we want to keep them.
Modern dance and jazz and all that is fine, I like some of it, but it doesn’t give a
woman poise and elegance the way ballet does, Even if my daughter never prac-
tices ballet again after this year, for the rest of her life when she walks across &
room, anyone with an eye for these things will recognize her poise.

While interviewing the parents of young girls attending ballet classes, such
as the mother quoted above, it became clear to me and my student collabora-
tors that many such parents think of ballet as much more than dance and a lot
more than just exercise. For many, ballet serves as a powerful carrier, sustaining
key values associated with gender roles. Ballet, they assume, can help girls
pain the poise needed to be “ladylike”—to sit, stand, walk, talk, and generally
behave in a feminine manner. Ballet is part of a tradition that many of them
strive to maintair. '

The same themes of tradition and continuity can be found in the literature
designed to teach children about ballet. In an authoritative book for young
readers, the ballet dancer Anton Dolin declares, “I deplore the changing of
the great classics, whether by the young who know no better or by the older
who certainly should. Who would dare change a note of 2 Beethoven of
Tchaikovsky symphony or change the colour or figures of a Goya Or Raphael
masterpiece?” (quoted in Gregory, p- 7). In a more recent book for The Young
Dancer, the ballerina Darcey Bussell stresses the same theme of tradition in
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advice to the newest generation of children in ballet classes: “You need to feel
nd understand the tradition of ballet. Try to learn and appreciate it for your-
self and feel that you are part of it. Your dancing will grow and develop in
feeling if you know about other arts, too, such as music and painting” (p.7).
Such instruction books stress tradition, grace, poise, discipline, proper dress,
and proper comumunications, such as bow to bow or curtsy at the end of a
class.

Moreover, the decision to send a young child to ballet class is intended,
sometimes explicitly, to influence more than just the life of that particular
child. By training their children in ballet, some parents see themselves as sus-
taining a larger tradition, one that runs counter to some more recent trends,
cuch as those associated with popular culture (rap music and so on) and some-
times also with political correctness in education. This, ther, is an example of
individuals intentionally making decisions in their everyday lives in a way that
aims to influence some aspects of the larger society that are of high value to
them personally.

Far from behaving like helpless pawns, individuals often intentionally make
choices in their everyday lives with the goal of impacting the larger society
around them. The exploration of carriers enables us to better unravel how even
seemingly “trivial” choices, such as deciding between ballet and modern dance
classes for a child, are sometimes made with very important and large-scale
ssues in grind, A number of parents we interviewed argued that if sufficiently
Jarge enough numbers of parents chose ballet and the values associated with
ballet, they would be able to influence the climate of educational instituions
thus change the culture of schools. All this is attempted through first training 3
child in ballet; in other words, using ballet as a gateway for the child to enter
into society and, after entering, to influence society.

The vast majority of individuals exert whatever power they can by sustain-
ing or rejecting existing carriers, such as ballet, through choices in their every-
day lives, but they do not enjoy the power to construct new carriers and to
make them widely effective. However, a very small elite do enjoy such power;
examples are routinely reported in the media. This morning I came across the
following example reported in a story appearing on the front page of my daily
newspaper:

About two years ago, Rewspaper, magazine and television news stories began
popping up across the country about 2 little-known malady called social anxiety
disorder. Psychiatrists and patient advocates appeared on television shows and in.
articles explaining that the debilitating form of bashfilness was extremely wide-
spread and easily treatable. The stories and appearances were part of a campaign,
coordinated by a New York public relations agency, that included pitches to
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newspapers, radio and TV, satellite and Internet communications, and testimoni-
als from advocates and doctors who said social anxiety was America’s third most

common mental disorder with more than 10 million suflerers.
—Washington Post, july 16,2001, p.1

According to this report, the advertising campaign was sO successful that
media accounts of social anxiety increased from just 50 stories in 1997 and
1998 to more than 1 billion references in 1999. The vast majority of these
stories informed the audience that “Paxil is the first and only FDA-approved
medication for the treatment of social anxiety disorder” The public relations
agency and the entize “educational campaign” were funded by the pharma-
ceutical company that manufactures the antidepressant Paxil.

The case of “social anxiety disorder” is one of many that iltustrate the power
of elites to construct effective new carriexs. (For another example of such cases
“hyped” in the mass media, see Mary Egan’s article on so-called Syndrome X
in Forbes magazine, listed in the Suggested Readings at the end of this chapter.
We are asked to believe that one in four Americans has 2 mysterious and po-
tentially fatal condition known as Syndrome X.) Through the newly created
carrier “social anxiety disorder,” millions of people have been persuaded to
interpret their bashfulness as a “disorder,” as something that is abnormal and
must be assessed through a medical model and treated through drug therapy. Once
again, the focus is on the search for causes within isolated individuals, with
complete disregard for the context of thejr lives. This 15 particularly ironic in
this case, because so-called social anxiety disorder has been manufactured by
the context—it is purely a cultural construct, created for marketing purposes.
Out of the millions of individuals influenced by this carrier, perhaps several
hundred actually need medical help through drug therapy- For the rest, there is
no need for drug therapy, profitable though it is for shareholders in pharma-
ceutical companies, because so-called social anxiety disorder is not a chemical
problem with the brain but rather a carrier that sustains particular ways of
interpreting the world.

The case of this newly manufactured carrier also illustrates the process of
society entering the individual. Through the accurnulated influence of psychi-
atrists, psychologists, and other “experts,” as well as countless media talk shows
and other outlets, the new carrier becomes widely known and easily available
for appropriation by individuals. It “enters into” individuals by becoming part
of their everyday knowledge hout the world, by becoming something they,
too, can talk about and act on. The “problem,” social anxiety disorder, and the
“solution,” the drug, become part of the common sense of the culiure.

Carriers, then, are numercus and pervasive in the lives of both elites and

nonelites. In this final chapter, | want to explore the dynamic picture of human : o
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behavior we arrive at through the concept of carriers.To begin, I examine the
implications of carriers for how we go about examining the individual and
society. '

Implications of Carriers

T

A T

Carriers act as transporters of meaning; they are containers into which people
load values, beliefs, faith, and the like. The most important carriers are “out
there” in public space, and they are shared by many, sometimes millions of, differ-
ent people. Many such carriers span generations, helping to sustain ways of doing
and thinking, sometimes over thousands of years. Well-known examples are car-
riers that support continuity in religious activities, such as the Christian cross.

Carriers are at once public and collective, private and individual. They are
public and collective in the sense that they are present in public space and are
collaboratively constructed through the contributions of many people over
many generations. For example, in some countries a military uniform acts as a
carrier of honor and patriotism, and this has been so for centuries. But carriers
are at the same time private and individual in the sense that each individual has
a personal representation of a military uniform in her or his mind, and some
aspects of this representation may be unique. For example, while a military
uaniform generally is a carrier of houor and patriotism for Janet, she feels par-
ticular pride in being a fernale officer in the army. The uniform has a special
meaning for her that is not shared by Wendy, who is a civilian.

The concept of carrier guides us to Jook to the larger, shared, collaboratively
constructed social world for explanations of human behavior. Although repre-
sentations of carriers exist inside private minds, carriers are effective through
being “out there” in the external world. This has 2 number of important impli-
cations, as discussed below.

Beyond Reductionism

Reductionism, the tendency to analyze phenomena by focusing on smaller
and smaller units, is a fundamental and pervasive shortcoming of contempo-
rary research on human bLehavior. Reductionism has led to an aimost complete
‘neglect of the context and the larger world of meaning in which human
behavior takes place. Researchers have turned inward to focus on isolated
“menta] mechanisms” or biological processes as explanations of how humans

i
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behave. This strong bias in favor of reductionism arises from the cultural char-
acteristics of the dominant society in the world, the United States.

The ideology of self-help and individual responsibility, reflecting the perva-~
give individualism of U.S. culture, in large part explains the prominence ‘of
reductionist research strategies 1n the twenty-first century. The rise of research
areas such as cognitive psychology, neuroscience, and sociobiology—and their
influence on psychology, sociology, anthropology, economics, and political sci-
ence—nhas a Jot more to do with the cultural biases of the United States than
with the scientific merit of such approaches. Cognitive psychology, neurc-
science, and sociobiology keep the focus on smaller, nonsocial units, such as
assumed cognitive processes, Neurons, and genes; they are part of a reductionist
tradition.

OF course, this is not to suggest that cognitive psychology, neuroscience, and
sociobiology do not have valuable contributions to make to human knowledge.
Rather, my claim is that the enormous and disproportional resources and atten-
ton allocated to these research areas—and their very great prominence in the
contemporary world—arises from their perfect fit with the individualism of
U.S. culture. It is not difficult to imagine that in a different world order—one
headed by India or China, for example—the areas of research given greatest
prominence would be different. In particular, the role of context and commu-
nity might be taken moze seriously, particularly in attempts to change behavior.
Therapeutic technigues, for example, would focus more on changing relation-
ships and the social context, rather than focusing almost exclusively on pro-
cesses inside a persot.

Thus, I am interpreting ceductionism as a direct product of strong cultural
biases in the United States, biases that depict behavior as causally determined
by intraindividual characteristics, things inside persons. 1 am also pointing out
that far from being unbiased and objective, research fields such as cognitive
psychology, neuroscience, and sociobiology are the areas most influenced by
this cultural bias.

Beyond Performance Capacity and the Causal Model

Perhaps the greatest mistake of students of human behavior since the mid-
mineteenth century has been to try to copy the physical sciences, such as
chemistry and physics. Of course, it is not difficult to see why students of
human behavior took this path: They wanted to emulate the “real” sciences -
and thus to enjoy the high status of science rather than be branded “soft” -
and similar to the arts and humanities. They, too, wanted to be able to put
forward “scientific facts” and to have their findings interpreted as objective.
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One way to achieve this, it has been assumed, is to study the internal char-
acteristics of isolated individuals under controfled conditions, just as a bio-
chemist might isolate an enzyme and study its characteristics in laboratory
conditions.

Undoubtedly, some concepts and ideas are transferable from. the physical
sciences to the study of human behavior; broadly, these are the ones most
appropriate for studying performance capacity (as discussed in Chapter 1). But
certain fundamental differences exist between studying human beings and
studying nonhuman phenomena, and in traditional research no more than lip
service is given to this fundamental difference. An obvious point is that stu-
dents of human behavior share the same characteristics as the object of their
study, one such characteristic being the tendency both to be influenced by and
to contribute to the shaping of cultural surroundings. Human beings reflect
on, and intentionally change, their own surroundings; and the surroundings in
turn influence human behavior, a process Anthony Giddens terros “double
seructuration” and discusses with much insight. One of the most important
features of the context is carriets, particularly their collaboratively constructed
and collectively sustained nature.

I have introduced the concepts of performance capacity and performance
style to clarify the domains in which it is, and is not, appropriate to transfer
methods of study from the physical sciences to the study of human behavior.
Performance capacity concerns human abilities that are determined by physi-
cal characteristics, such as how well a person can see or hear. Such capacities
are causally determined by the physical characteristics of persons, just as the
activities of an enzyme are determined by its physical properties. For example,
when David is in an automobile accident and suffers an eye injury, the physical
disability causes him to see less well.

But how David interprets what he sees—the meaning he ascribes to the world
around him—is a matter of performance style, and this is not explained by the
kind of causal relationship found in the physical sciences. For David, an activist in
the growing anti-globalization movement, the World Bank serves as a carrier of
pro-plobalization values, A first issue is how well David can see the World Bank
building as he stands across the street from it in Washington, D.C., but a second
issue is the meanings this building carries for him. Through social interactions
with numerous others in the anti-globalization movement, David has participated
in the collaborative construction of the carrier “World Bank,” and this carrier sus-
tains values and meanings central to his life as a citizen of the world.

Thus, in order to emulate the physical sciences, students of human behavior
have seen it as appropriate to treat all human behavior as capacities that can be
measured on a low—high continuum. What is being measured is assumed to
be dependent on characteristics internal to the individual. For example, per-
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sonality is reduced to scores on 2 low-high contipuum on cach of five factors
(Chapter 8), and intelligence is reduced to a score on A Jow-high continuurl
on an 1Q scale (Chapter 9)—all on the assumption that factors internal to
individuals determine such scores. But as Michael Cole and others have derm-
onstrated, the results produced by such research are highly dependent on the
“nature of the research Instruments being used. When Cole used traditional
Western measures of intelligence, his non-Western test-takers scored very low.
But when he assessed the same individuals using tests more appropriate for
their cultures, they scored much higher. Studies by Fannry Cheung and others
in China have shown that even if the standard personality-measurement proce-
dures are used, results would lock very different if Chinese rather than U.s.

researchers dominated the field of personality assessmert.
The concept of carriers highlights the importance of the collaboratively
constructed world outside the individual: the shared culture into which individ-
qals enter and which they help to shape. Another implication of carriers con-
oth collective and individual hife.

cerns continuities in culture and behavior, in b

Toward Understanding Continuity
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— Town & Counity, April 2001, p. 31
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An important contribution of carriers is in highlighting processes of con-
tinuity in human societies. The identification of continuity is of particular
value in our era, when there is so much talk of the increasingly fast pace of
life. The rapid speed of technological change and shifts in certain aspects
of lifestyles such as changes in family structure and the decline of the tradi-
tional family, can lead to the impression that everything is changing and that
modern societies have little in common with societies 50 or 100 or 1,000 years
ago. Indeed, in twenty-first-century North Ammnerica people often feel like ‘
‘ Alice when she finds herself in a country where “it takes all the running you :

can do, to keep in the same place” Carriers such as “American exceptional- |
_ ism.” discussed in Chapter 4, underline this idea of the United States being a l
] different kind of place, a society that changes rapidly and is not hindered by the ]
i inequalities and social-class markers characteristic of the Old World of Europe,
with its (assumed) class system and inherited inequalities.
l But through carriers we can gain a different perspective on continuity and
change, one that allows us to identify processes through which people inten-
tionally sustain certain activities, values, beliefs—and a way of life more genet-
‘ ' ally—both in the United States and elsewhere. One example is the debutante
ball, referred to above in the quotation from the magazine Town & Cotinlry.
The debutante ball had its origins in England, where aristocratic fammilies took
up the tradition of presenting their daughters of marriageable age at the Court
of St. James (the title given to the court of the kings and queens of England).
After a young lady was presented at court and completed the ceremonial bow
to the queen, she was considered as being officially “out” in society. The rest of
the “season” consisted of balls given by different aristocratic families, in which
marriageable young men and wornen would meet. The main purpose of the
debutante ball, then, was to ensure that young men and women from “the right
kind of” families married into other such families.

The debutante ball might have disappeared in England in the latter part
of the pineteenth century, when the power and wealth of the landed gentry
declined and that of the newly emerging manufacturing class increased. The
entrepreneurs who made up the “new rich” could have set aside archaic tradi-
‘ © tions,such as having their daughters do the “St. James Bow" at court. Howeve,
| rather than doing away with debutante balls, the new rich bought into them
‘ and made them even more extravagant.

Sirnilarly, the people in the New World of North America, avowedly opposed

‘ to the elitism and the prejudices of Old World Europe, might have turned away

‘ from the debutante ball. But far fiom it! There were already early forms of the

debutante ball in Philadelphia in the eighteenth century, and in the twenty-first

century just about every major region of the United States has its own “deb sea-

\ son,” and this is in addition to the national and international seasons. The new
|
|
|
|

world order and the global economy have been very kind to the debutante bail.
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The debutante ball is a carrier that sustains fundamentally important values
associated with distinctions between the clite and the nonelite. The separatencss
and superiority of the elite is endorsed, in part by the exclusiveness of the event
and in part by the highlighting of historical “aristocratic” links. For example, in
the case of Paris’s Crillon Ball, not only are the debutantes chosen from an
international créme de la créme but genuine princesses and other aristocrats
attend. Their escorts are similarly “superior;” with several princes among them.

The theme of continuity becomes particularly intriguing in the case of the
star couple at the ball, the debutante Lauren Bush and her escort Prince Louis
de Bourbon. Prince Louis is legitimized by being a descendant of the Bourbon
kings, and Lauren Bush is legitimized by being a descendant of an elite Ameri-
can family, living members of which are the former President Bush and his
son, the current President Bush. The debutante ball serves as a carrier in both
New and Old Worlds, illuminating wormative distance: the distance between the
formal system and the informal system, what 1s formally presented as taking
place and what actually takes place. There are many examples of this in daily
life. For example, Americans experienced 2 dramatic reminder of normative
distance in the 2000 presidential election. The crafting of the formal picture of
what took place was dominated by the Republican party and led to the presi-
dency of George Bush, while the informal picture of events was experienced
and constructed very differenty by the opposition, particularly by some
African-American voters in Florida.

The continuity of normative distance is sustained through carriers, anchored
as they are to everyday social practices. Because the informal normative system
is mostly implicit and integrated tightly into the fabric of everyday social prac-
tices, it is extremely difficult to change by relying only on top-down solutions.
For example, the disenfranchisement of some African-American voters in
Florida in the 2000 presidential election is intimately connected with everyday
social practices and relations between blacks and whites—the details of discrim-
inatory practices ingrained in US3. culture and social life—and will not be
causally affected through top-down efforts alone. The persistence of such chal-
lenges is obvious not only in the “dirty” world of politics but also in academia,
where numerous carriers sustain continuity of inequabies.

An example of such carriers is science, which continues to be anchored in
everyday social practices that still work against some female academics in fields
such as physics, mathematics, and chemistry {interestingly, there is growing
concern that an anti-male bias 18 becoming institutionalized in some humani-
ries and social science fields). A 2001 report in the journal Science reflects this
seate of affairs, which is perplexing if viewed from 2 traditional perspective that

ignores the role of normative distance and the details of informal daily prac-- . .
tices. Although 31 percent of the Ph.D. pool of chemists is now ferale, only <
7 percent of full professors, 16 percent of associate professors, and 14 percent of -
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assistant professors in chemistry departments at nine top U.S. research universi-
ties are females. This is decades afier antidiscrimination legislation changed the
official context for hiring in academia. It is only through attending to the fine
details of everyday practices, such as subtle communication cues and network-
ing styles, that it becomes apparent how carriers such as science serve to uphold
an informal normative system that perpetuates inequalities (as discussed in the
case of gender relations in Chapter 6).

Future Directions

LSRN D
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Purther explorations of carriers must begin by dealing with a“straw man” crit-
icismn concerning the so-called group-mind fallacy, and it is to this that I turn
nexe.

The Group-Mind Straw Man

I have criticized reductionism and the tendency to focus on assumed causal
factors within individuals. As an alternative approach, I have drawn attention to
carriers and the collaboratively constructed social werld outside the individual,
This orientation may lead some critics to accuse me of assuming that a “group
mind” exists. As Gustav Jahoda has shown, this line of attack has been well
known at least since Wilhelm Wunde (1832-1920) produced his 10-volume
treatise on Volkerpsychologie, typically translated as “Folk Psychology,” in the
latter part of the nineteenth century.

Critics of the idea that more attention needs to be given to context and col-
lective processes outside the individual often drag out the straw man of group
mind, on the assumption that attention to collective processes {(and concepts
such as carriers) must necessarily assume a group mind. These critics then set
about knocking down the straw man of group mind by using variations of the
following argument: Thoughts exist only in individual minds, and actions aze
taken by individual persons. There is no such thing as a collective brain or a
group mind. Even when a large group of individuals act in unison, and agree
with one another in their thoughts, each mind is still a separate entity. Minds
do not merge to make a collectivity. Thus the unit of analysis and the focus of
study must remain the individual person.

The above analysis misses 2 major point made by Wundt in his monumental
Volkerpsychologie, as well as by Lev Vygotsky and various modern cultural and
discursive researchers, such as Jerome Bruner, Rom Harré, Michael Cole, and
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Richard Shweder: It is not necessary to, and indeed one should not, assume a
group mind, in order to give adequate attention to the collaboratively con-
structed social world of which the individual is a part. The focus on social life
outside individuals highlights the features of the human world that stand apart
from single persons, that do not depend on any particular individual for their
existence. These features come to be appropriated by individuals and shared
among groups of persons, but this in no way implies the existence of 2 group-
mind.

Individuals tend to appropriatc carriers in conformity with others in their
group. Thus most people adopt the national flag of their country as a carrier,
but not everyone does so. Also, 2 carrier that is adopted today may be aban-
doned tomorrow. This underlines flexibility in the use made of carriers.

Flexibility in the Use of Carriers

Here is something material, something | can see, feel and nnderstand. This means
victory. This fs victory.
— Abraham Lincoln, upon receiving a captured Confederate battle flag {quoted in
. the Washingtor Post, April 23, 2000, p. F1)
The Confederate flag, once hailed by President Lincoln as a tangible indica-
tion of victory, continues to play an important role as a carrier in the United
States, as shown by the high visibility of the flag in and around numerous
American homes, particularly in the South, and the continued controversies
about the official role of the flagin a number of southern states. The Confed-
erate flag reflects confinuity and stability as central features of carriers. But car-
riers are adopted by individuals and groups to sexve particular purposes; they
are first and foremost functional, 2 means to an end rather than an end in
themselves. In order to serve thelr purposes, carriers have also to be flexible, in
the sense that they could be set aside and taken up again as the need arises.
Consider, for example, the case of the veil worn by women (by force or oth-
erwise, as discussed in Chapter 6) in many {slarnic countries. The veil is used as
a carrier of the traditional femele role. In the case of Islamic women living in
Western courtries, conflicts often arise between the veil and the requirements
of working outside the home in 2 modern Western society. The following is @
repoit in a local Maryland paper showing how such conflicts can be resolved:

A Montgomery County firefighter who converted to Tslam has reached a com-
promise with her bosses on wearing 2 head scarf required by her religion . . .
fshe] can wear the hijab while on the job as a paramedic. She has agreed to
switch to a fire-retardant hood when she’s pressed into firefighting duties.

— Associared Press, July 13,2001
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In the above case, although the veil continues to be retained as an imporiant
carrier by the new convert to Islam, she sets it aside and takes it up again as the
sitnation demands (unfortunately, women in some lslamic countries, such as
Tran and Afghanistan, do not have choice in this matter; they have to wear the
veil at all times). In other cases, a carrier can deckine in importance but still be
ased in a ceremonial sense. For example, consider the following case of a bride

and groom, a cadet at the U.S. Naval Academy in Annapolis, Maryland:

[The] groom removes his bride’s garter, 2 traditional symbol of virginity. By pub-
licly removing her garter, [the] groom employs a Civil-War ritual to claim his

bride in front of other young men in his community—in this case, fellow cadets.
—David Cohen, The Cirde of Life, p- 160.

On the sarface, it may appear that this modern bride and groom are engaged in
2 ritual with little meaning; after all, mainstream modern America is far removed
from societies in which the virginity of the bride is prized and considered essential
for marriage. Although virginity has lost its traditional role in modern Western s0-
cieties, fidelity, loyalty, and honesty con e to be among the important character-
istics prized in marriage partners. The ceremorny of garter removal can still act as a
carrier, but in 2 situation where there has been a reinterpretation of duties (as dis-
cussed in Chapter 3). The bride is no Jonger expected to be a virgin, but she is €x-
pected to be faithful to her husband. Thus her duty to be faithful has not changed,
aithough how she should carry out this duty has changed.

The above cases reflect the functional aspect of carriers, which is primary.
Carriers serve a purpose, and when they fail to do so they can be adapted or
completely discarded. Consider, for example, bra burning as 2 carrier incorpo-
rated into the women’s movement in the 1960s, or the Afro haircut that served
as a carrier in the African-American movement in that era. Both of these have
been abandoned, because they are no Jonger effective today.

The flexibility of carriers—the ability of people to abandon some carriers
and take up others—shows that the cause sustained by the carrier, rather than
the carrier itself, is the most important clement. Collective movements have
shown again and again that they will strive to maintain carriers that are effec-
tive and useful for their causes but will adopt new carriers when and if it serves
their purpose to do s0.The exploration of carriers highlights the fluid, dynamic,
and evolving nature of the collaboratively constructed sacial world outside the
individual. The study of carriers is part of a cultural turn in research.

Carriers and the Cultural Tusn in Research on Human Behaviar

R esearch on human behavior began to take a dramatic cultural turn in the last
few decades of the twentieth century. This has largely been a result of the polit-
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methods; that is, methods that combine a var and qualitative
approaches. As Jaber Gubr cin have pointed out, this move-

iety of (uantitative
jwm and James Holst
ment has led to @ IEW lan the entire dis-

guage of qualitative research methods; ]
course used to evalnate and conduct research Is changing. '
Another development has been the call for a moxc ruitidisciplinary
proach to anderstanding the individual and soclety. Academics from mmany
have lamented the impact of rigid disciplinary boundaries 3
{alization, as well as limitations of what 1 have discussed a5 i
the specialized sogigty—social wotrlds characterized bY increasing specialization
and fragmentation. Greater efforts are being made to reach across specialty
boundaries, a8 demonstrated by the rapid growth of multidisciplinary majors
and minors OB DUMETous aniversity campuses. Perhaps as part of this same
giving Strong support.

trend, a “holistic” Hberal arts education is once again T8C
The exploration of carriers and the call for more attention to the relanion-
¢ructed world outside in-

ship between individuals and the collaboratively cons

dividuals is in line with these three major developments: the cultural turd,

more focus 01 qualitative and mixed methods, and a push rorwrard multidiscipliary
understanding. There is also 2 fourth crend, one that is not yet very explicit;it is
indicated by the distinction 1 have drawn between performance capacity and
performance style-

This fourth irend is toward 2 split be
mance capacity (how well the human 0T
tested in isolation) and research that focuses on P
ing various things have for people). For example, in the T2

performance capacity, researchers address questions such as “How many bits of . !
der controlled .=

information can Jim remeraber after a week when tested U
laboratory conditions?” ot “How has damage to part X of Jim’s brain impacted.

on his ability to remembex?” In the cradition of research an pesformance style

jcal influence of ethmi

ap
different disciplines

and increasing sPec

rween research that focuses on perfor-
ganism does on yarious tasks when

erformance style (the mean-
dition of research on
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researchers address such questions as “How do Jim and his friends collabora-
tively construct the events of last week?” or “What carriers are used by Jim to
sustain the memories of last week?” This split between research on perfor-
mance capacity and on performance style will influence the ongoing reorgani-
sation of research and academic disciplines over the next century, breaking old
boundaries and highlighting multidisciplicary studies.
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