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men may teach the younger ones. 111e development of mod­lion posits the need for "artific:ial" techniques. of reality­
erneducatioll is, of course, thclJest illustration of secondary acccntuationthat areunnecessary ina sitilation dominated 
socialization taking place \.111der the allspices of SpCci:llizcdby a religions monolJ?ly" It is still "natural" to become a 
agencies. TIle resultal!t decline in the position of the family Catholic pricstiri Rome in a· way that it is not in America. 
with regard to seconclarysodali7..atiol1 is lad well known toConsequently, Americilll."~g!.~~~llQg!g!l seminaries must cope 
regllire further elaborationl1ere.J7with the problem 0 "realit r-s!b?l2ing:) and device techniques 

for "maleing stick" t le same reality. Not surprisingly, they 
have hit upon the obvious expedient of sending their most ·l,fsJ~:"7vfJ111tcrw116d··iiliC1'r.:tJ!"~I;;,;~qtj21LotSllbiectiYe .. Reali~) 

It '~"iL",,"""i,"';~~Jl"""";~='>t ",', " ':,' ',,' "~·~~""'ht"':J;;.,"'","",~':~,,,,,,,,,,,,:,,,~~"'"~.;<j;;ti,;"'~-:'cl>..?:;;;~-,~~=oeM.J-~­promisingstlldents to Rome for a while. ' 
Since socializatiQl1;is nCVet.C:0111plcte Cind tIlt'; COli tents itSimilar variations may exist within the same institutional 

intet:naJizes face continuing Ul!e'lt~,J9.. th9irs1Jpj(;ctiyC r"'llity,context, depending lIpon the tasks assigned to different cate­
'every viil1Jle. s()cj(~F, rnnstdeve1np .J2xQc/?;dnrc;~" qf .r.CFI.JU;Y.­gories of personneL TI1US tllc degree of commitment to the '::': ',J ""'_'-'''-:"''.';''''_,-,..:" .. ,-, .. "'-':' ''''''!~''{'I'''1''/',.,_ "."",r·"<·'·"'"··"':·'·':'-"·""<""':",J:""~' _"","'~ '-'-"., ',",Y/i,,_ ", ',' -0 .... " , ... ,.,-':- " ',' ,", ,-:,.' -: "",-""-,-".;_.,,, •.."-,, ..... , •••••. ­C','"'''.''' """':::: ,:: 

Ijiaii~e~~~lcet() .. safe!it1~l r~I ..fl .. 111eaS9T9pf ... SVHnnetxy. J)CtWC~l1military required of career officers is quite different from that 
'o1f_~{~itl~g:.,,:~~~i1Lt;;:"\Vt~·"]1;;~~'··;i;~:;ay·(i'i~(~;;ss;~(I'required of draftees, a fact clearly reflected in the respective 
..thisprob1erIiiJi connectiollwithlegitimulion, Our focus here training processes. Similarly, different commitments to the 

institutional reality are demanded from an: executive and jSYll .. I:}J£5t~!.~D~.S",Slf.,,§.!!lJ.k~.b~s;.Xi.lJh.cr .Jhl1119]~j~.stj.Y!< ..re;)lj1Y; 
from lower-echelon white-collar personnel, from a psychoana~ ]~&(!it2.,._~I.~" ••!:PJ~E~.!.!.~~~,~~~" .i!Lh1, ~!Ly.i9.~!~tl., .. sqnB~~jgg'inCSS I<l tiler 
lyst and from a psychiatric social worker, and so forth. An tll,elL..!W,~]jlJL~l:lU:i9}lgl!y .. sll~.fiucd, 
executive mllst be "politically sOltnc1" in a way not incumbent Primarv SOci;IJiZ<ltir.m internalizes areaEty apl?I'ehcnc1ed 95 
onthc supervisor of the typing pool, and a "didactic analysis" inevitflhl~. int,~~na1izatkm may be deCI\l<:A stl(~ee$:dql.if 
is imposed upon the psychoanalyst but only suggested to the tlws<\nse of incvitahilityis '1xesclltmost .. oftbe time, .a.t least 
social worker, and so on. TlIcre ar~,Jll~!~!}li~hly diff~r~J.1tiated wIlile the inciivid!Hl1 is active in the world bf everyday life. 
systems of secondary socialization .in complex institutions, Bli(even when .the world of everydaylif~ r~t;li~~ if~rrias~ive 
sornetill1cs geared very sensitively to the differential require­ and taken·for-granted reality in dcilL, it is thre;;ttened by the 
llJ(~r;tsorthc various c;ategories ofil1stitutionat personne1.16 marginal situations of human experience that Cannot be eam­

The institl1ti()Il~tlizeddistribution o.f-tasksl?ctweenprimary pletCly bracketed in everyday activity. There is always the 
and s~~con(l;ry socialization varies with the complexity of the haunting presence of meto!11orphoscs, 1"1108C actually remem­
social distribution of Jmow1ctlge. !\Slgllg as ..il .. is ...~51~tb'£!Y bcn~c1 and those. only sensed as sinister possibilities.. There 
u~om p!icated, ~h.S.,..:~I;~':".,~ns.~~·';!i.g.)1(JLM~I)£¥:::~£,~~g are also the more directly threatCning~!"Q1?s'l:ilJ.gili:,QgLtj.2tlS 
h,Q!!.I:V!!lr!!EY.JQ.l£S9J.illllr.Y_:i.Q.£!~~21~anci car!12£. the l~!­ of, reality thut may be cncOlmtered soclllBy. It is one thing
ter to a considerable extent. In cascs of very high complexity, for a well·bphaved family llIall to dream Oflll1Speakable orgies 
spea'1\~GagmlclesfO;:-secondary socialization may have to in nochnnal solitude, Hi:; quite ;Illolher to sec these dreams 
be developed, with fun-time personnel speciaBy tmined for empirically enacted bya libertarian colony next door. ])reams.
the educational tasks in question. Short of this degree of 

c:E.~~_c::silY_!2..e_.9£!!!!~£.:,:yn.~"g.9JJ§lJ~,~.£1~.25i2ik~~ specialization, there may be a sequence of socializing agencics 
sense~' to tJe shrugged aside or as mental aberrations to be

combining this task with others. In the latter ease, for ex­ sTlcrlt]y. repeiilea;-Th~;];e-cha;:ach~r ofp~~s
ample, it may be eSblblishecl that at a certain age a boy is 

vi~#Vts-t:1i.ereality ~ijI"1it'e'.-"AU' actnal ,Jl£.\:i!lg-0U!..transferred from his mother's hut to the w<Uriors' barracks, 
forces itself upon consciousness muc~ciamoronslv,nwhere he will be trained to become a horseman. This need 
Ihay1TIi\iF'to15~aet1Jefore fi:ciitbe7oped withnot entail fuB-time educational personnel. TIle older horse­

http:�.."-,,.....,�����
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in the mind. In any case, it cannot be denied as one Can at 
least try to deny the metamorphoses of marginal situations. 

TI.!e .marc .. "artifici~l" .ch~!a~ter .ofsecondmy. socialization 
makcs"tj;;;'~;; l;j~ctbc' 'fe71l1E;' oI'rts"IJ;t';;i;;;l;;';tio~~~ -~~I~~;;n 0re 

" ",,,.," ',"'" " ",., '... " " ' ,,' .'''" ,,'. ,,-., ," ~:"" .. " "" , , , ,\I 

\~nlncral?l? toclyl11cngingclefinitions. of reality, not because 
tlley atc not tnkcllfor grantcdoqreapplchcndcd as less than 

real. in .~vcrydar .. life, I;'lLt;l~~~s-~~~:~2...~L~siE..J5'::1Jt!1:..,.i~.}~~.s:51~ .~,p!y 
fOoted III conscIOusness aJ}dE1l11S JXJOr<:;SlJSccphb1c to dlsplac.c.­
ll'leil[·'f0r····exiiiiij31e;'-lJoH1· tl~ c···i)roliiEifion..··oirnucriry;··\vl;'[cll 'is 
i-elfil:eCl' to one's sense of shame and internalized in primary 
socialization, and the Canons of proper dress far different so­
cialoecasions, wl1ich arc acquired as secondary intcm,lliza­
tions,are taken for granted in everyday life. As long as they 
are not socially challenged, neither constitutes a problem for 
the individual. However, the challenge would have to be 
much stronger in the former case than in the latter to crystal­
lize as a threat to the takcn~for·grantec1 reality of the routines 
in question. A relatively minOl' shift in the subjective defini­
tion of reality would suftice for an individual to take for 
granted that One may go to the office without a tie. A lUllCh 

morc drastic shift would be necessary to 'havehi111 gO;i as a 
matter of colltse, without any clothes at all, 111C fonner shift 
could be socially mediltted by nothing more than a change of 
iob--say, from a rural to a metropolitan college campus. 'D,e 
lattcr would entail a social revolution in the individual's mi. 
lieu; it would be subjectively apprehended asa profound con­
version, probably after an initially intense r~iWailce:'"'­
'"T'rler~rYTnTernaliz5FiOii;isless threatened 

by marginal situations, because it is usually irrelevant to 
them, What may haijPcn is that such reality is apprehended 
as trivial precisely hecause its irrelevance to the marginal situ­
ation is revealed. Thus it may be said that the imminence of 
death profoundly threatens t'hc reality of one's previous self· 
identifications as a man, n moral being, or a Christian. One's 
self.identification as.. an assistant manager in the .laclies'hCl­
siery department is not so much threatened as trivialized in 
the sathe situation. Conversely, it lTI~yl)e~~i4th~tth~.rn~in~ 
tenance of primary internali;.atioDs mtlle~iii2I 
s~-wrtm-meastcreot"tnejtstibTectiver£iility. The 
same 'tesrwoiilao~~rlapplied to most 
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secondary socializations. It makes sense
 
:lurdly to die as an
 
department. ~gain,~~~E~se~?11Cl~o/ internalizntions


l ci~llt .. e~p~9ted-Ctoh~.ve'. tliis,degre,e.qfr~;lljty-p(:rsistenee 
,I ~~e tIce ?f 1.11ar~~~1 situations, th~~oncomita~~ts~~ializaliol1 
C~l :Pt?££~!f:ts~'iviitl1ayetobeiI~tYl1~ifiedand. ,re,ipfpp:;ql 

\>'1\' .~ .befo.re. Relig... ~.~~~1,~! ..,51)§,SMS.~~9 .. 
secoiiClary socialization could again be cited in illustration.
 

."f"'It is convenient to distinguish between two general types
 
V,'{pf. reality-mainterianee-~2u,*,le
 

teuaIIce. Th,: fOI1~~.r j~ ({esli;;n(xlJo.UlaiIlt{lil1l:h~
 
'r~~li tyin evelIClay life, 'thelati:~~J~~'~it~~ ti~~lS~f.·~~i~is:
 

"entail' fundamenIally .the saine social processes, though some
 
differences must be noted.
 

As we have seen, .the reality .of everyd~y Ji.femaiI1tains it­

self1Jyb,ein~el11bodi~(rhi'r2utines,

Jn~titilBQii~fii;iti9J1:BeY~1~d 'this, howeve.r,. the' rerillty Q~gYe­

n'9~ylife is ~1'!going!y+'eaffirrnedhI the individual's. iptcrac­
.J18~;Utl~otlilis,Jnst~s~e.alitr"~~~'~~~~i?aJ1X,~~i1~~[!?Y

socialpE?c~SS, so it. is .maintained in consciolIsncss by social 

.vj~~~§±;.~.T§5~se tatte!J';i()CeSS1sare~iic;t .. drastlCi1Yy-cIlrt'erent
 

from,.thoseg£ theearller,i.~feri1~lization.·Tliey"also'refIe9ftIle
 
b~siQj~~t,th.gt ...§¥J?j~Shreali!-.M .•.rollst,.sleP<l.,.h1~.:rdati9-lJ,shW
 
~J4~1iIl.~@~c§.~ill:lhat
 

Iii'the social process of rC<1lity-maintenance it is possible to
 
distinguish between significant others
 
others.is In an important way all, or
 
others encountered by the individual in everyday life
 
to reaffirm his su'bjectivc reality. This oceurs even in a situa­

tion as "non-significant" as riding on a commuter train. The
 
individual may not know anyone on the train and may speak
 
to no one. All the same, the crowd of fellow-coml.nuters
 
affirms the hasic structure of everyday life. By their overall
 
conduct the fellow-commuters extract
 
the tenUOUS reality of carly-moming grogginess and proclaim
 
to him in no uncertain terms that the world consists of ear­

nest men going. to work, of responsibility aud schedules, of
 
the New Haven Raihoad and the New YOIk Times. The last,
 
of course, reaffinns the widest co-ordinates of the individual's
 
reality. From the weather report to the help-wanted ads it
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to die as a man, 
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:lSsurcs him that he is, indeed, in the most real. world pos­
sible. CO~lCOll1itantly, itaffirnls th'~ less-than-real.stitus·oftlk 
sinister ecstasies expedenced. before brcakfast-tl1e alien .shape 
of allegedly farniliarobjects upon waking from a disturbingJ 
dream~ the shqck of non-recognition of one's own face in the 
bathrQom minpr,the lltlspeakah!esl1spicion a little lilter that 
one's wifeallclcMldren are mysterious strangers. Most indi­
vidual.~ susceptible. 'to such met,tphysical .terrors n13,nage.to 
exorcise them to adegrce in .the course of their rigidly per_ 
formed morningrituals, so that the reality of everyday life is 
atJeast gingerly estabIishedhy the they step (JUt of their 
frput door. Btlt the reality pegins to be fairly reliable only in 
th(~ anonymoUs community of tI1(~ commuter traili; It attains 
m,lssivity as the train puns into Grand Central Station. Ergo 
sam, the individual can now murmur to himself, and proceed 
to the office wide-awake. ariel self-assured. 

It \~(lt1!d,... ther~f~re, ..• b(~ .. :1;... ·mishl].;e .to ,.. qssunlC thn.LgnJy,
signi1iC;;iLff (il:1i'cri], sc,rvc ·~tl·-;:llaliifaln.jup@';tive· reality. But 
~!g~rotIiers·"()cciiPy·a:'cerilr~lrl;~;itiOh.{i11heec()nomy df 
reaIiiYCi'Jiaiffferiance. fT'hev~re .. :p~~tiqul~r1yhnportant for the 

. 'hatci:uci!i('e1errteiJt 0,[ reality ,;re 
conh(reii~e"'tl~i;I'l;e''is .111deec'.·....whq•.··.he

Ir#i]~~·Iri~r~i,~li:;rj(~(·J l;li~(~s J1(lt onlyjhe.inJPlie!t. f .on
fll;;iit{;:;;tl	 c'Ve'" casual evervdavconfacts 

, --~ ---',~ ........... ..,'· ... UL.'-' ,(~ .,I".1."'''~,ly tV HJU.K to his
 
family and other private associates within the faI.llily ambi­
eIlce{neighborhood, church, club, and the Iike) for such con­
firmation, though close business, associates may also. fulfill this 
function. If he .moreover sleeps with his. secretary,his idelltity 
is both confirmed and amplified. This assumes that the indi­
viduallikell the identity being confirmcd~ The saD)e process 
pertains to the confirmation of identities that the individual 
may not like. Even casual acquail1tances may confirm his self~ 
identification a~ a hopeless failure, but wife, children and sec­
retary ratify thiswith.undeI1iable finality. The protess from 
objective realitY-definition to subjective reality-maintenance 
is	 the same in both cases. . 

The SiglJJficant others in the individual~slifearethepr:in_ 
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dpal agents for tlle maintenance of his subjective reality. Less 
significanf others '£unctiOil as a sort of chorus. Wife, children 
ul1dsecretary solemnly reaffirm each day that one is a 111an of 
importance, or a hopeless failure; maiden aunts, cooks and 
elevator operators lend varying degrees of support to this. It 
is, of course, quite pos~ible tllat there is some disagreement 
~~een tl1£sei]eoQ1e7 The inaiv~(Iuarthen facesaprobkm 
of consistency, which !!,e can, typ.jglly, soJye~ eith£L:P:t.Wodify­
ing his reality or his'reality-maintainin relation hil'?s. He 
maynavemea ternative df accepting his identity as a failure 
on the one hand, or of firing his secretary or divorcing his wife 
on the ot~er. He also'"hasthe ·optloii'Or~r~Q.'ii1e'·'~f 
fhCse people from tlleir status of significant others and turn­
ing instead to others for his significant reality-confirmations 
-his psychoanalyst, say, or his old cronies at the club. Th~~~ 
arem~llY P2?sible <;0111plexities in this organization of reality­
tnl!i!lt~lillil}g ..,!el~tions~i;ps., especi1il1yitr·ahighly·····mobilifa:nd 
rok;qiffereIltiat~d "soCiety.l1J 

The relation between the significant others and the "cho­
rus" in reality-maintenance is a dialectical one; that is, they 
interact with each other as well as with the subjective reality 
they serve to confirm. A solidly negative iden.llikation on the 

""'2'_~"''';''''.....",..........~''''''''''''''-' ~
 

part of the wider milletI mav eventuaUyaffeet the. idclltdiea­
~,Q!l:g1t~fOiv:lILulwF~']itIi~en even the eIeva{or 
operator fails to say "sir," the wife may give up her identifica­
tiOll of her husband as a lllall of importance. CcmverseIy, the 
significant others may eventually have an effect .on the wider 
miliell-a "loyal" wife Call be an ass!:t in scvera! ways as the 
individual seeks to get across a certain idcntity to his business 

'1",,"''''>:=>''
associates:\ Reality-mail1teMplec and rcality:co~lfinnati011. thl:ls 
involve tli~totaHtybfthg.i!1~livi(hwrs sod(il"pitiiatioIl, th?,l1~!1 
H-ie"slgl11hciiif (iHieTS occupy a privileged position in" these 
,,,,,,,,,,,' '_ d·' _>' ,_, ,,'. _' _"""',,' ,/,.' , 

PL9,~S$~S,~b}\, 
The 'i'elative importance of the significant others and the 

l:~~~~:~s"~.$fJJ!;,,:P~ seen n~ost. easily i,f one look~at ~l1stances. of 
L@con~~~~)' of subjective reality. ~/calllJ·glSs()l!BEmmg,. 

acfJJY"t.!1C WIfe, taken by itself, hasJar greater p~tencyt.!1~~3; 
simiI~:actbya.cas~~l~cq~aintance. Acts by the latter have to 

"1tCqU1ie'~ 'c'ertalrl''aen'sifY'to'eClual the potency of the former. 
The reiterated opinion of one's best friend that the l1ews~ 
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papers are not reporting substantial c1ev~lopments going on 
beneath the surface luay cany more weigllt than the same 
opinion expressec1 by one's barber.However,the same opin­
ion expressed insllcCessioJJ by ten casual. acquaintances may 
begin to ciutweigh a contrary opinion ofon~'s best friend. 111e 
crystallization sUbjectively arrived at as a result of these vari· 
ous definitions of reality will then determine how onc is1ikeIy 
to react to the appearance of a solid phalanx of grim, silent, 
briefcase-carrying Chinese on the commuter train onernorn· 
• 'T t·' '11'·' '1 '. 1mg; rna· ,s, W] (tetcrmmc wClglt.onc gives tnc p I.e· 
nomenon in one's own definition of reality. 'fa take another 
illustration, ~~ one iSjLh~B..9~~~litLQL!,m<~. 
fait11 need not. befhreatenec1 by non-believing business as· 
sOCkhos:Tt1sveiY1Tkery-to·!3'etlrttaren~ver, 'by-;'ilOh:" 
b'clie,;ing wife. In a pluralistic society, therefore, it is logical 
for the Catholic church to tolerate a broad variety of inte[-, 
faith associations in economic and politic::l1 life, butro con­
tinue to frown 011 interfaith marriage. Generally speaking, in 
situations where .. there. is. c0111petition bctwcendifft:-rei1r 
{§:gjy:defininJL]g~nNes,-a2[:§rtS ~rsecoi4i~g[9lUL-r(~a· 
tions~:vith .the competitors may be tolerated, as long as 
tnere- .aff.~];l:milY-=~~~~C.~,jJrDrurry"~~'OUf .. rc1ationsh ips 

, wif!li~;:3;:Jlich"Qn~LJ(;:I1ity: is 0 j 1goiiig Iy"' i~t'affi iillccriig:;a;:;,;\ +he 
compctitorsJ!iJ 'I'he immnc:r in which tile Catholic church 
~]i:laJ?tcd . to the plut<llistic situation in America is an 

. icxcellent illustration. ... . . .. 
.. "~ :I TIle Inost importatlt. ve!ljckofl'Es,;~j4,~I'"1l~'I,i!tt[~p~Be~J is eon­
::;~:iyersatio";;-:' 9ne"-;na{view:TIle·'Iiicrjy~a~;~1~~·'cveIYdayliI~ .. in 
;if~rris(jr)h;~\v~TGilr;;;v;:I;:'o}'7CcOllV~:,:saha,nal.·appa~at\lS that 

:;:IOlig?lil~lYil1aintains,.l?(~diHes>811d reCO~lstrtlct?.his.·.Slll)j('(:tive 
. '::~~:r~\;ality.?:! ... >:o~ly(':r:;~lti(J1t ~1~.C'ltlS lInin1)', ~)fC~\;IS(::.tlIat people 
. Z!, 1'~[(;;~li(\vith'{)11i'?,~'qt!~cr. 'l'hb docs Hot CIcny the rich ama qf 

n011~verba'i COltHn!1rlic~ition.that surrounds speech. Neverthe" 
less speech retahlsa privileged P\lSitiQ\l. i!lt)1ctotal eony~r­
sation(;jl...~J?J?~~il:ttlS ..' It .is important to. stress, however, that 
the gre~t~rp::)tt.0£rca1it)I~IU.'!-il1tcll<111ee}11 conversation. is im­
plicit,Hot expli~it..,Mosteop.vc~sationdoesJlOt in so many 
words4cfipt: tll.~. nature of !I1e.\V6r!~1:tf{~,tl_IGr!ittah'sp'bce 
agairist .. tltY1:>ackgr()lJg~9fa W()Ilc1 thatissi~~11tlyfilken .• for 
grantcd'JfllUS an exchange such as, "Well, it's time for me to 

j , 
t" 
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get to the station," and "Fine, darling, have a good day at the 
office" implies an entire world within which these apparently 
simple propositions make sense. By virhle of this implication 
the exchange confirms the subjective reality of this world. 

If this is understood, one will readily see tllat 5h~,€J~at 
part, if not. all, of everyday conversation maintains subjective 
rcality,Jij4eed,ltsmassivity is~chieyed by tllC;lflocnmulation 
am!. C01)si,stel~cy qt. casualconversation7"conversationl;hat~lJ, 
aU£!:!: to be,,!~~,QI.:e9i§$Iy ,.Q~~~u§,(:~~]iiJ2]i£}Qiilinc;;t 
a at~i.Q!:g,r~J.~,~JJd. Tl:~l~f~~ 
~!~=in lh,¥~&~~.Jlllci~~ti~jhrott to fu,e 
fuk'0n-tOr-granted J:ca!ity. 11111S one may imagine the effect. on 
casual11ess'ora~hal1ge like this: "Well, it's time for me 
to get to the statiljrJ," "Fine, darling, don't forget to take 
along your gun."

At the same tiUte that the conversational apparatus on­
goingly maintains reality, it Ol1ggIpgly .. m.odifies,Jt. Items are 
dropped find added, weakeI1i~g some sectors of what is still 
lK:ing taken for granted amI reinforcing others. 111$!..!lIe su!?: 
jectivc ,cality of something .. that is never. talked .. about comes 
tol!e"smiKV:"'>Ins""one 1:1iing~t(;- engage-in an-emfJirrasSi;"g 
seXliiir:l-CCft""is quite another to talk about it beforehand or 
afterwarcls. Conversely, convcrs~ltion gives firm contours to 
items previously apprehcllckd in a fleeting and unclear man­
ner. One may have doubts abont one's religi.on; these doubts 
become real in a quite different way as oue: discusses them. 
One then "talks oneself inl:o" these doubts; they are objecti­
fied as reality witllin one's own consciousness. Generally 
speaking, the conVE:rsational apparatus maintains leality by 
"talking through" various elements of experience and allocat­
ing them a definite place in the real world. . 

This reality-generating potency of conversation is already 
given in the fact of linguistic objectification. Wc have seen 
how language objectifies the world, transformin~.J2!tJltA. 
rhei of experience into a cohesive order.1iil:heest:1blishment 

/~~\ O~.lS ...r ..;;J ..0.u ...~ .. e of or ~r langualSe £.ea~iCs.a'WOrld... cr ....b.•.. in tJH~ .d .... s.e..•.n.s
I it;:! ~ppreheE~~m& a~~ e~. gonversah.O'i1is1!ie llcfliaIrz:.\,,;. ~ !!!.1[<i[tlus Iefihzmgeffi,cacyof language Intheface~t()~face 

situations of individual existence. In conversation the ob­
jectificatiOns of language beCOlIlC objects of individual con­
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sciol1sncss, Thus thc fundamental reality-maintaini!lg fact is 
the continuing usc of the samc language to objectify un­
folding biographical experience. In the widest sense, an who 
employ this same language arc reality-maintaining others. 
TIle significance of this can be further differentiated in terms 
of what is meant by a "common language"-from the group·· 
idiosyncratic language of primary groups to regional or class 
dialects to the national community that defines itself in terms 
of language. Thcrc arc corresponding "returns to reality" for 
the individual ,,,ho goes back 1:0 the few individuals who 
understand his in-group allusions, to the section to which his 
accen t belongs, or to the large collectivity t'hat has iden bEed 
itself with a particular linguistic tradition-in reverse order, 
say, a return to the United States, to Brooklyn, and to the 
people '\vho went to the same public school. 

In order to maintain subjective reality effectively, the con­
versatIonal apparatllS m~l~t,l)e continual and consistent. Dis­
rl11.jtk;Ii;iof c(Hltil~l;ity {)i l~oi1sisjency 'i{Jsa f~la6~i)osit a threat 
to thE subjective reality in question. 'lve have already dis.. 
cllssed the expedients t1wt the individual may adopt to meet 
the Huelt of inconsistency. Various techniques to cope with 
thechrcat of discontinuity arc also available. 'The usc of cor·· 
respondence to COnCil1lIe signi£c::mt conversation despite 
physical separation may scrve as an iUustration.:!:l Different 
conversations can be compared in terms of t'he density of the 
reality they produce or maintain. On the whole, frequency or 
conversation enhances its reality-generating potency, but lack 
of frequency can sometimes be compensated for by the in.. 
tensity of the conversa[-ion when it. does talco place. One may 
see one's lover only once a month, but the conversation then 
engaged in is of sufficient intensity to make up for its relative 
infrequency. Certain conversations may also be explicitly de­
fined and legitimatcd as having a privileged status-such ;1S 

conversations with one's confessor, one's psychoanalyst, or a 
similar "authority" figure. 111e "authority" here lies in the 
eognitive1y and normatively superior status that is assigned 
hI these conversations. 

:::ubjcetive, reality is. thus, always dependent~poD ,. sp~~ific 
pl.:.i'II"i l,ili\y ·~·h'i.ic't[ires;"H]llCis: Hie ·sj)cCi_fic"s~:;cill·I,b~se~-il;_ll,so .. 
cJnl !' [( Wt.:;:;, 'I; lelliliN~for !tsn1,jin tellance: One"c;1lJ~'~laintain 

...,.,.•.. "~'.,.,.", ..,,'~,-_ ... "">-'--'~-.'-""'-'- • '--' ,.'~"",' 
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one's self-identification as a man of importance only in a 
milieu that confirms this identity; one can maintain one's 
Catholic faith only if one retains one's significant relation.· 
ship with the Catholic community; and so rorth. Disruption 
pf significant conversation ''lith the mediators of the respec­
tive· plausibility structures threatens the subjective realities 
in question. A.s the example of correspondcnce indicates, 
l'he individual may resort to various techniques of reality­
maintenance even in the absence of actual conversation, but 
ithe rc,llity-gel1erating potency of these techniques is greatly 
inferior to the face-to-face conversations they are designed to 
Ieplicate. The longer these techniques me isolated from 
1race-lo-face confirmations, the less likely they will be to retain 
,the acccnt of reality. The individual living for many years 
am.ong people of a different faith and cut off from the com.­
munity of those sharing his OWll may continue to identify 
himself as, say, a Catholic. Through prayer, religions exer­
cises, and similar techniques his old Catholic reality lllay con­
tinue to be subjectively relevant to him. At the very least the 
r:echniqucs may sustain his continued self-identification as a 
Catholic. They will, however, become sribjectively el111)ty of 
·"living" reality unless they are "revitalized" by social contact 
with other Catholics. To be sure, an individual usually re­
:cnembers the realities of his past. But the way to "refresh" 
these memories is to converse with those \\'110 sharc their 
:wlevance.2:\ 

The plausibility structure is also the social base for the 
particnlarsuspcnsiol~.. ofdoubtwithollt .which the definiti~D. 
~l,J:·~1fit;;.-jn·q\lestioll'·c;;·il110f·1;s:~1;i~lIl1t~iDE£r"i.;~"'-consc[ou~­
~irl1crd'~ sp'ednc 'soCial'saiictions againstsl.lc'h ,. rEality-­
disintegrating doubts have bcen internalized and are on­
.going!y reaffirmed. :Ridiculc is one such sanction. As long as 
ft!C remains within the plausibility structure, the individual 
feel$ himself to be :ddiculous whenever doubts about the 

JCeality concerned arise subjectively, He knows that others 
'wc:mld smile at him if he voiced them. He can silently smile 
at himself, mentally shrug his shoulders-and continue to 
exist within the world thus sanctioned. Needless to say, this 
procedure of autotherapy will be much more difficult if the 
!c)1ausibility structure is no longer available as its ,social ma­
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trix. The smile will become forced, and eventually is likely to 
be replaced by a pensive frown. 
(In crisis sitt;atioris. the procedures are essentially the 

sanic'aS'·'iii'roi.ifhienlaintenance, exc~pt that, the reality­
confinnations have, to be explicit and' 'in!~risi;;e: Frequelitiy, 
riluaftcalll1qiic;;' ilrc'brougl1I {n to play.'Vvhile the indivic1 ual 
may improvise reality-maintaining procedures in the face of 
crisis, the society itself sets up specific procedures for situa­
tions recognized as involving thc risk of a breakdown in I('... 

ality. Includcd in these predefined situations are certain mar­
ginal situations, of which death is by far the most important. 
Crises in reality, however, may occur in ::I considerably wider. 
number of cases than are posited by marginal situations. 
They may be either collective or individUflI, depending upon 
the character of the challenge to the socially defined reality. 
For example, collective rituals of reality-maintenance may be 
institutionalized fori:imes of natural catastrophe, individual 
ones for times of personal misforl:unc. Or, to -cake another 
example, specific reality-maintaining procedures may be es­
tablished to cope with foreigners and their potential threat 
to the "official" reality. The individual may have to go 
through an elaborate ritual purification after contact with a 
foreigner. The ablution is internalized as a subjective nihila­
tion of the alternative reality represented by the foreigner. 
'raboos, exorcisms and curses against foreigners, heretics or 
madmen similarly serve the purpose of individual "mental 
hygiene." '111c violence of these defensive procedures will be 
proportional to the seriousness with which the threat is 
viewed. If contacts with the alternative reality and its repre­
sentatives become frequent, the defensive procedures may, 
of conrse, lose their crisis character and become routinized. 
Every time one meets a foreigner, say, one must spit three 
times-without giving much further thought 1:0 the matter. 

,Everything that has been said so far on socialization im­
pli.~;'iJh9 possihiljty.,~!~at.sul~jec!!~~",,~(;H,1gY~fI~.bctraI:sformcd. 
~fo be in society alreaoy 'erifilils·an ongoing Pl-OCestof"inodi­
fication of subjective reality. To talk about transformation, 
then, involves a discussion of different degrees of modifica­
tion.VVe will concentrate here 011 the extreme case, in which 
th"fC i~ a :,·ncar-total tniilsfohl1,ltio'i~; that is, in which the in-
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dividual("swi~c:hes~v()r,l~s," If the prOcesses involved in the 
extreme ~caseare clarifIed, those of less extreme cases will be 
understood morc easily. 

Typically, the transfonnation is subjectively apprehended 
3S total. This, of course, is something of a mis~ppr~hension. 
§i~l~~sl1l)ject.iv9Iea1ity is never totally socialized," <it "cannot 
~e,t?!;,I!lytrallsformed ~y social pIOcpsses. At the very least 
tIle transformed individual win have the same body and live 
in the same physical universe. Nevertheless, there are in­
stances of transformation that appear total if compared with 
lesser modifications. Such transform.ations we will cnlLalter­
nations.24 \,·. 
'Alt.crllatio?~~qtlircs,pr()~cs~c:sQLI£'~SQ£jf!U?,,!!jon.'. ~rhese 

prl1ces's'cs' 'rcscml;t;3 P~lj;l~lry socialization, because they have 
:;:adically to reassign reality accents and, consequently, must 
replicate to a considera'ble degree the strongly affectiVf: idcl1ti... 
fication with the socializiUf! personnel that was characteristic 
of childhood. TIley are diff~rent from primary socialization 
because they do not start ex nihilo, and as a result must cope 
with a problerrC of dismantling, disintegrating the preceding 
nomic structure of subjective reality. How can this be done? 

A "recipe" for successful altemation has to inc1l1de both 
social and conceptual conditions, the social, of course, st<l~~iflg 
as~nIe'TiSiitnX'ortJ;e'collceiJGlal. Til"(i'''most important social 
conctlii'oll"ls'tj1'e "a~aiTab·il{tY,,'9t,.,~1~~Kf£cJ:jY~J?l~~1~i,Ei!~SL§'!£1:!C:, 
(nrc, that is. a'ioc:l~l base S~Ivinga~the"laborat9FY"()f.tl'ws­
fQt1~i;l.ti,9D' ThiSpIausibillf), 'strucfi1i;~ ",viii ''b'e ~~'~di~t~'iCt~tlle 

,individual by means of ~tg:lliftgn.llU)l!lers, with '~.1wl}~,h£Ln.tll,§t 
'es,t;~!?l~~,~~§!.£Qp:gJy "~ffgt;;tiY,l~.js!~tifi..Q~tti<;IJl\, l~o, ~~9i~<l1}!2,~,S,­
~?;111~!i,~n?f,~111Jje~tiy~,,~~~lity (including, C?f,'S9lJH,x~",ig,t;l1tity) 
is posslble,vifhoursiich, identifica!i6n,w!iich inevitably rep­
Hca:t'es ellilcil1~~';~T-;;p~rl~;c-;s-'ol' emotional dependency ,911 
s1gpifieagt,others.25 These significant oOlers' are the gui&s 
into the new reality. They represent the "plaus,ibility structure 
in the roles they play vis-fl-vis the individual (roles that are 
typically defined explicitly in terms of their xc-socializing 
function), and they mediate the new world to the individual. 
The individual's world now finds its cognitive and affective 
focus in the plausibility structure in question. Socially, this 
means an intense concentration of all significant interaction

0""'--,-._"<"0. ,., "~"''''''''' ,_ ,."·.~""~';'~LL ...,~,,~.~.,".'_~.c: ..",--'l"~·'_..c~::·c." ..."."_."._-",,·::. ....,.>"·'c"'".,,,."~ ~ ," ".",..."_ . 
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within the group that embodies the plausibility structure 
and particularly upon the personnel assigned the task of 
rc-soeializa tion. 

'D.~eN~tg~i,c.~lLpr.Q.~2typc of alternation is religious eonver­
sjQ!J., 1'l1e above eonsideriiholl$ c~li1'1)c'apijHe(t"T() 'tlfis15Y sity.. 
ing, extra ecclesiam nulla salus. By salus we mean here (with 
dne apologies to the tlleologians who had other things in mind 
when they coined the phrase) the empirically successful ac­
complishmeni: of conversion. It is only within the religious 
community, the ecclesia, thaI: the conversion can be effectively 
maintained as phl1lsiblc. This is not to deny that conversion 
may antedate afFiliation with the commnnity-Saul of Tarsus 
sought oui: the Christian community after his "Damascus ex­

"pcrience." But this is not the point. To have a conversion ex­
::'perienccis nothing much. The real thing is tobe. ,~blc.Jo, 

krc:p ()I!JakiIl~ it s~.ri9~sly; toretain a sense.of it~ Dl~qsibjlity. 
This is where the religions conuniiiilly'·comes in. It provides 
the indispensable pbllsihiJity structure for the new reamy. In 
other words, Saul may have become Paul in the aloneness 
of religions ecstasy, but he e0l11d remain Paul only in the 
context of the Christian commnnity thai: recognized him as 
such and confirmed the "new being" in which he now located 
this identity. This relationship of conversion and community 
is not a peculiarly Christian phenomenon (despite the histori­
cally pecnliar features of the Christian ecclesia). Onc cannot 
remain a lVIlIslil1l outside the 'U1HllUl of Islam, a Buddhist 
outside the sangha, and probably not a Hindu anywhcre ont­
side India. Religion requires a religions community, alld to 
live in a reHglous wadel requires affiliation with that eom­
munity.~ll r'fhe plausibility structures of religious conversion 
have been imitated by secular agcncilOs of alternation. '111C 
~best examples are in the areas of political indoctrination and 
'ipsychotherapy.21 . 
, The plausibility structure must become the individual's 
world, displacing all other worlds, especially the worlel the 
indiviclual "inhabited" before his alternation. This r~quires 

segregati~nof,the individual froIII tJle"i!lh,,!pit~!pts"gtj2tli9i 
,!yc)rICls,espeCiall}; ,1{is'''c'oh;ll;i~<Illt~'') 11., the ·\v()l:1s(E~. hil~,}sft 
1)'clJiIld. Ideally this ,;{,iU'IJe IJhysical segregation. If that is not 
!?ossibk for 'whatever reasons, the segregation is posited by 
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definition; that is, bv a definition of those others that nihilatcs 
. " 'i.. ,..' ..' _,., .<••, .",LJ,'."".'~·.)"·· .,.J"" "'~,,~.:.... .L-'.,'.~ __ ._~_"'-_, •• ,..> __',,"••'"-'." • •,,_""-'.. .. ." .-••,••• ~'-

'.	 !!ie~~. The, ~~lterIl~t~~g ill"di'.:i(II~~!L9i.~il,fF!liflJesJlim,~e]f fr,()!11,his 
previous worId:allH the plausibility S,trllctqrstll,a t. sust.~ilIc:4jt, 
boci:Hy"i( i)'ossi);i~', ment~nY"Ir-not. In either ca~~che is. no 
longsr "yoked together with llnbdievcrs," and thus is pro­
tectcd frolil"tEdrpo(ciltTaf';'~;lit);~(H;;r;;pl:ing influcnce.. Such 

~egreg;}!iOI!j~,mlr.tic,ulurly.,.i~1~E?E~~~~1>t"!E,>th~,9J:!Y.j.teg<;§",QCil~. 
~er,~laJiQIl (the "novitiate" phase). Once the new reality has 
congealed, circumspect rchtions with outsiders nwy again be 
entered into, alth?llgh those olltsiders. "'ho llsee! to be biD­
graphie~lly .sigfl'llicallt 'ar~.stiii,EL,!;gcl:Ol1'S~dt'ile);'~;c· tii~ ·~;;cs 
;'"1lCf\,,illsay; li<;Qlll:e~Dlt>lt;S;lJ!I," ancl there milY be times 
when th~ ole! reality they in~oketakcs thcform of temobltion. 

Alt~'i;i;~;tiOI;'tl~;I'~"1';; valVes [1' i:corg;iijE:1tiO;:;' of 'th'~' 'C;)1;~;~~~a-
tional apparatlIs. The partners in significant conversation 
change. And in conversation with HIC new significant others 
subjectivc rcalitv is transformed. It is lU:lintaincd bv continu­
ing conversai:io;l with them, or \vitlliu the eomI11~I11ity they 
reprcsent. Put simply, this l11eunstha!one nl~lsl.n\)wJ)<; vc~y 

careful wilh whom on~·t~iJki. PeoplenIi~L!c;1£\12,JlmLf~,EE, dis­
ci~li:iilt·'· \YJfI:;,',tl;B':;;?;Y:(rejJ,i{itiollS~.QLn.:aJij;Y-,,<I.Lt;,~§y§t~,I]l~Lt:j£~IJJy 
avoided.28 Since this can rarelv bc clone with total success. if 

lil' ~"~ •.'.".~ "',.~__ •	 I 

only because of the memory of past reality, the new plausi­
bility structnre will typically pr()\'j~)Yy'<!xj9lI~,tl1>eEaES,I!tigpr()~ 
ceclures to take care of "ba~f!slidjng" tendencies. Thesc pro­
cCdlircs""f~fiO,\;'-tli(t~gei:Ceriil"'paTfenl'-(Jr11;cuii;;;~ as c1i$cu~scd 
earlier. 

The most important conceptual requirement for a1t'ema­
tion is ~;.,ay-ai!9:9ili.~Y ,52,L::!:, )ggitiI1P,ii)lK)]J?PamtllsJ()r,tl~e, 
}yholeseqllence of Jmn.shJl;rpation. What must be legitimated 
irnof OIII)'tllc'hc\YIcaJitY,'hut the stages by\vhi~h it is ap­
l?ropriateda11dqlg!nt~iFcd, ancl. the al?iJnd:QllUlCilLoi'. repu'Clia­
tion'of ~IHglfcr:Iiatiy~r;~aljt1es. Tlrellihilating side of the con~ 
ceplualmachincry is particularly important in view of the 
dismantling problem that must be solved. The old re~)lity, as 
well as the collectiviticsa)]cl s.igl1ifirant ot.h£:rsTlliiF j)l:c\;lOu~ly 
ine:dhilcclit'fo the i)ldividual, must be(reintCiprdcthwithin 
fhelegltimating apP?Iatl}L91)l!g"n(;W\~:j;'))ity.This reinter­
pretafi6ri"]jriii~gsnlJout a rupture in the subjective biography 
of the individual in terms of "n.c." and "A.D.," "pre-Damas· 
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,:, ens" and "post-Damasclls." Everything preceding the altema­
:{~ tion is HOW apprehended as leading toward it (as an "Old 
, Testament," so to speak, or as prae{Jaratio evangelii) , 

everything following it as flowing from its new reality. This 

il~,~!~e.~ ~.I:~i~!~EJ?X~ti!1!!l!L9LE~,S"t.~~~J~E~,P,!!,t,i,7.!.,,!9t.o,fallowlng 
the fon'nula "Then I thought . .. now J know." :Frequently 
thi~ includes ", th~ IetIOjc~tioninto the past?f present inter­
i)l:et:itive"scEem~s(the' for~IUh 'for-this being, "I'a1i:eady 
imc\vHieri~'~#lough in an nnclear manner ...") ~mdm()tives 
t)1<Jt wcre(riot subjectively present in the past buY that are 
now necessaEX for th(; reinterpretation, Of, what took 'place 
t~enjthe{~rmld~1 l,eing, "I 'really did this 'because .. .n). 
~ealterr]atio.n,~iqg>:flJ2hyj§ tn~~~,f~Dy.~~ill.i~,!~~gJ!Ugt9,~~Y, ,SU)l­

suriililg"lCiincJer a, negath;e-categoryoccnpyinga'~tl:a.~~gjc 
p(jsiti?~i i}i:.ll!~,~~~_tvJ0g;Jil!~ti~1~{,~ijparai:us: "When I was still 
livfilg a life of sin," "When I was still caught in bourgeois 
consciousness," "When I was still motivated by these uncon­
scious neurotic needs." The biographical rupture is thus 
identified with a cognitive separaH6ii'ofdarkness aiii1ligllt. 

In addition to this relntellJretation in tot(') there must he 
particular reinterpretations of past events and persons with 
past significance. 111e alternating individual would, of course, 
be best off: if he could completely forget some of these. Bllt 
to forget completely is notorio.usly difficult. What is neees­
smy, then, is a radical reinterpretation of the ffit;aning of 
these past cvei1tsClfpeisons in one's biography. Since it is 
relatively easier to invent things that never happened than to 
forgeftllOse thatactuallYiljd, the individual'may fabricate 
and inseit events wherever they are needed to hannonize the 
remembered with the reinterpreted past. Since it is the new 
realHYnithei fhal:i:th6old that now appears dominatingly 
plausible to him, he, IIlay ", be perfectly ,','sincere", in such a 
pracedme--suhjectiveIy; "h~' {~"Ilot teIHlig' liei'~bout"'the"pa;t 
biifTiJinging it in line with the trut11 that, necessarily, em­
braces both present and past. This point, incidentally, is very 
important if one wishes to understand adequately the motives 
behind the historically recurrent falsifications and forgeries of 
religions documents. Persons, too, particul:arly significant 
OUIITS, are reinterpreted in this fashion, The latter now be­
nlHg: uJlwilling actors in a drama whose meaning is !leees­

saril)' opaque to them; and, not surprisingly, t11ey typically 
reject such an assignment. This is the reason prophets typi­
cally fare hadly in their hometowns, and it is in this con text 
that one may undel~stand Jesus' statement that his followers 
mnst leave behind them their fal'hers and mothers. 

It is not difficult now to propose '!..~E~cific ,~'p.rcscxiptiqn" 
for alternation into anv conceivable reality, however implansi­
b1efrojl1niesFiii1(rp~i~;toT-t];~"(i'~lfsJ(ler~- It is possible to 
prescribe specific procedures for, say, eonviilCing individuals 
that they can commuuicate with beings from outer spact: pro­
vided that and as long as they stay ou a steady did of raw 
fish. \Vc can leave it to the imagination of the reader, if he i'S 
so inclined, to work ant the details of such a sect of Ichthyoso­
phists. T11c "prescription" would entail the eonstructionoLan 
Ichthyos91?hist pIausihilitystn}S,!t~re, ,properly'segregatccL ~gii11, 
the,o\lts}ck_\Vorld and equipPE:SLwith the i:I~c.ess<Jiy's9c:iaE:0!J1g 
ailsL,th,~Ea.PSlJ.ticJJ.,~I'S_r;ml~cl;-[h c clahora lion of an Iell thyoso­
ph ist bod J, of knowledge, s))Jficicntly,sophj§,ticatcd, to" e;;plain 
why tile self-c,';clcI1r, nexu~bc~wccn ,raw fish a"ii'c\.'giihlclic
'ib iCpt; ;d;y\a(r;~O ('be~;ldiseO\'ered'bao-r~;';;](f' f)'lc"li'Cccssaiy 
1~'g{fhl1~)ti,qnig i!a·"IITIi!i~:ti.611~}q· i]liil~."sei1sc ,,0f t11e-iilclr;;ic1i.i'ril's" 
jOUl11e)' towards this great truth, If fhcs-e-proce(fi:ires \ire~'foi~ 
IO\Vca---c'artfiilly;'Hlcr,t;'v-IIl"lJe---a high probability of success 
once an individual has been lured or kidnapped into the 
Ichthyosophist brainwashing institute, 

There are in practice, of COllIse, many intermediate types 
between re-socialization as just discnssed and secondary so­
cialization that continues to build on the primary internaliza­
tions.In these there arc partial transformations of subjective 
reality Or of designated seeton; of it. Such partial tr,ms­
formations arc common in contcmporarysociety iu counce­
tion with thc individual's social mobility and OCCUlxltional 
tmiuing.211 Here the transfoD1mtion of subjective reality can 
be considerable, as the individual is made into an acceptable 
upper-middle-class type or an acceptable physician, and as he 
il1temalizcs the appropriate reality-appendages. But these 
transformations typically fall far short of re'socialization. 
They build on the basis of primary internalizations and gen­
craEy avoid abrupt discontinuities within tlIe SUbjective biog­
raphy of the individuaL As a result, thcy face the problem of 
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maintaining consistency betwccn the earlier and later cle­
ments of subjective reality. This problem, not present in 
this form in Ie-socialization, \vhich ruptures the subjective 
hiography and reinterprets the past rather than correlating 
the prcsent with it, becomes more acute the closer secondary 
socialization gets to Ie-socialization Vi'ithout actnaliy becom­
ing it. Rc-socialization is a cutting of the Gordian knot of the 
consistency problem~by giving up the quest for consistency 
~1ncl rceonstmcting reality de novo. 

The procedures for maintaining consistency also involve a 
tinkcrin[~ with the past, hut in a less radical manner-an ap­
~ - .'_...._,.-.".. '. 
IlrdacTlCffc:tatcd by the fact that in such cases there is usually. 
a continuing ass~ciaHon with persons and groups who were 
signiJ;cant before. 'They continue to be m:ound, are m::ely to 

PXm~g".. !9.?.. J.~1!1.£iil]~d~lc.:i!~,t~ti2!:~~§iIi~JEJ!';, •.,:smI,:i.i1,lji~]k~p]i~E~s 
i}~,,~!,:,.112~~~c_c:.~!. tI1~! .. ~!1.QIL,tI!1DB.~PJJ1]';ltiolls,.as..}1<I\llLJ8k(:tl. ..~~~ace 
[!Ie plaUSible. 1101' example, HI the case or transrom:wtlOl1S 
o(iCtirrJrl~r'ii'i conjunction with social rnahility, there are i\~ady" 
made interpretative schemes that explain what has happened, 
to all conccmcc1 'wit:hout positing a total metamorphosis of 
the individual concerned. 11ms the parents of such an Up. 
wardly mobile individual will accept certain changes in the 
latter's demeanor and attitudes as a necessary, possibly eve!) 
desirable, accompaniment of his new station in life. "Of 
course," they will agree, Irving has had to de-emphasize his 
}cwislmcf\s now that he has become a successful doctor ill. 
suburbia; "of course" he dresses and speaks differently; "of 
course" he now votes Republican; "of course" he married 3. 

Vassar girl-and perhaps it will also become a matter of courSe 
that he only rarely comes to visit his parents. Such i.nterpre" 
tative schc~mes, which arc ready-made in a society Wit11 high 
upward mobility and already internalized by the individual 
¥Je£ore he himself is actually mobile, guarantee biographical 
continuity and smooth inconsistencies as they arise.30 

Similar procedmes take place in situations where trans­
xormations are fairly radical but defined as temporary in dura­
Hon--for example, in training for shOlt-term military service 
Or in cases of short-term hospitalization,S1 Here the difference 
from fu]] re-socialization is particularly easy to see-by com­
p;nll1,,,: what happens Wit11 training for career military service 
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or '",ith the socialization of chronic patients, In t11\~ former 
instances, consistency with the previous reality and identity 
(existence as a civilian or as a healthy person) is already 
posited by the assumption that one will eventually return to 
these. 

Broadly speakiug, onc may say that the proccclurcsillvolved 
are of opposite character. Ill, re:sQeializ~Jtio~nthepast i.srein­
terpreted to conform to th~j;;:esentreality, with-.iJ19 t~,ijl10j·icy 
fo·rehojccfii'1fo-·fl1·c"~pasrvaa()i;s·erernents-tliat,y9IL~nQ- .. 
ject'ivdy·-ul1ayailablc"il(Tli.e ',tii11c:'1fl" secoild?ll:y'socializatiOll'" 
thc'P;:~S'~l~t'isillti~pr~teJs~~~s to stand in a cqPtiU1JQ\J:u:e­
latio~lsIi'ij)'\;:ml'the"p;';-st; ";'viIh tl;e-fC;ldCl~cy"ti~;;iD inl izc, such', 
I;I~,!sI9nl1a.tiQn_~Jls.·Jl'I~(~.I1ctl;aJfy't;11:::~n, ])E;ce.I:ili.t"(lih:c;:~:;;tiY: 
the reality-base for re-socialization is the present, for second­
ary socialization the past. 

Z, U\TTERNA.LlZATION AND SOCIF.L STRUCTURE 

Socialization always takes place in the contest of a specific 
social structure, N'ol: oulv its contents but also its mcasure of 
'''success'' have social-structural conditions and social­
structural consequences. In other words, the micro-sociological 
or social-psyehologica.l analysis of phenomena of: !nbcrnaliza­
tioD must always have as its background 8. macro-sociological 
understanding of their structural aspeds.32 

On the level of: theoreHcal analysis attempted here we Can­
Dot enter into a detailed discussion of the different empirical 
xebtionships between the contents of socialization and social­
structural configuratiol1s.S3 Some general observations may, 
however, be made on the social-structural aspects of the "suc­
cess" of socialization.; By "successful socialization" we mean~ 
the establishment of ~-l~igh degree of symmetry between obl: 
jecl:ive and subjective ~ea1itYi (as wen as identity, of course),:' 
Conversely, "unsuccessful socialization" is to be understood' 
in temls of asymmeby between objective and subjective 
reality, As we have seen, totally successful socialization is 
anthropologically impossible. Totally unsuccessful socializa­
tion is, at the very least, extremely rare, limited to cases of 
individuals with whom even minimal socialization fails be·· 


