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Abstractt■

The main purpose ofthis paperis to examine the theory ofSymbolicInteractionism fbrmulated by

H．G．Blumer，fromthefbllowlngViewpolntS；

1）HowdoesSymboliclnteractionismunderstand“socialization”？

2）HowdoesSymbolicTnteractionismunderstand“Vergesellschaftung”（SimmellG・）？

3）Whymusthumansocietybeunderstoodas“achangeableprocess”？

Astheresultofourexaminlng，thenextthingshavebeenclarified；

1）Blumerthinksof“socialization”astheprocessinwhichthetwo“frameworks”（“schemesofdennition”and

“generalizedroles”）thathavebeenacquiredbyanactorthroughinteractionswith“groupsofotllerS’’，guide

his／herinterpretations／definitions・

2）lnBlumer▼stheory，“Society’’isseentobepossibleonlywheneachoftheactorsininteractionscangrasp

properlythetwo“standpointsM（Hstandpointoftheother”and“one－sownstandpointintheeyesoftheother’’）

throughdoingakindofselfLinteraction（i・e・，“takingintoaccountoftakingintoaccount”）・

3）Becauseofthenatureof“others”（“blackboxness”），alltheactorsinteractingwithothersareseentobe

necessarilyfbrcedtorevisetheirinterpretations／dennitionscontinually・Thisisthereasonwhythe“society”has

tobeunderstoodas“achangeableprocess”・

Finally，WehavetriedtoreviewcriticallytheresearchmethodofSymbolicInteractionism（i・e・，theapproach

fromthe“standpointoftheactor”），basedontheconceptionofmanandsocietythathasbeenclarifledinthe

earlierchaptersofthispaper・Astheresultofourreviewing，thenexttwopointshavebeenproved・Thatis‥4）

indoingtheapproachfromthe“standpointoftheactorM，Onlyan“individual，，canbeincludedinthecategory

of”actor”，and5）the“standpointoftheactor”graspedbyresearchersmustneverbeseenasthestandpointin

theraw，buthavetobeseenasakindofreconsfructionQlconstructionscreatedbytheresearchers・Wennally

haveconfirmedthattotestthisconceptionofmanandsocietyempirically，basedonthepoints（4and5）would

（andmust）beoneofourimportanttasksinfuture・

ThisarticleisanEnglishversionofthenextpaper；
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“ltis too early for the finalassessment ofBlumer，s works・Thatwillhave to wait untilthe

twenty－nrStCentury，WhenfuturehistorianswillbeabIetoseewhatremainsofcurrentsocioIogy・

It seemslikely that many ofhis viewswi11prevai1・，†

Quoted from Shibutani，T．，1988，Herbert Blumer，s Contribution to Twentieth－Century

Sociology，郎椚ム〝〟cJ〃JgrαCJわ〝，11：23－31・

ltiswellknownthattheChicagoSchoolofSymbolicInteractionism（hereafterabbreviatedas‘’Sl”）l

in which the worksofHerbertBlumer（Blumer，HerbertGeorge，1900－1987）arerepresentative，Played

animportant partin the“Chicago Renaissance，，・It was criticalofboth StruCtural－Functionalism・aS

establishedbyT．Parsonsandhisfbllowers，andSociologicalPositivism（OrOperationalism），inwhich

G・A・Lundberg was a centra一石gure，and tried to develop an alternative sociologlCalperspective or

conceptualframework and a new and approprlate reSearCh methodology・SI，s emphasis on the

conceptualunderstanding ofHthe Dynamic Society”has beeninfluentialin theJapanese sociologlCal

communlty・山TheDynanlicSociety”asaconceptcharacterizeshumansocietyasconstantlyconstruCted

and reconstruCted by hactiveindividualS”コ（MamoruFunatsu），Or aS COnStantlyin the process of

Change．

This article〔＝Kuwabara，T．、Introduction to a sociologicalperspective ofSymbolicInteractionisrn

日）（2），mJGdガレ尺0〃∫〃U～OF＆4GO∫甜ル以　UM相月∬ry〝∬Ⅳ欄j卵一以掴ノ，No・52－53，The

EconomicSocietyofKagoshimaUniversity＝http：／／space・geOCities・jp／isssnO3890104no54／dissertation・htm〕

examines the conceptual status of Hthe Dynamic Society，，from the standpoint of afundamental

problemin sociology，namely，that ofthe relationship betweenindividualand society・More specin－

cally，We attemPt tO anSWerthe fbllowlng three questionsin terms ofthe theory ofSI‥

l）How does SI understand“socialization”？

2）How does SIunderstand“Vergesellschaftung”（Simmel，G・）？

3）Whymust human societybe understoodas“in process ofchange”in SIanalysis？

Thus，theintention ofthis articleis to soIve afundamentalsociologlCalproblem，that ofhow the

relationshipbetweenindividualandsocietyshouldbeunderstood，fromtheperspectiveofSI・Previous

studiesofSIbysociologlStSinJapanhaveglVeninsufncientattentiontothisproblem，Whichisakey

issuein the theory of ST．

Itisimportantthatthethreequestionsaboveshouldbeansweredwiththefbcusonacentralconcept

of SI，uselfLinteraction”or…interaction with oneself”・Thus，it can be said that we have to soIve a

basic problem ofsociology by fbcuslng On the concept ofHself－interaction’’・

二一Funatsu、M．，1976，Svmbolichlteraclio11ism，KouseishaKouseikaku．
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ln chapter one，We attemPt tO anSWer the first question ofwhat“socialization”meansin SL AIso，

itis clarined how SIunderstands”the relationship betweenindividualand world’’and“action”．In SI，

“selflinteraction”is denned as the process whereby an actorinteractswith him／herself二or a fbrm of

communication whereby an actor talks and responds to him／herself・Thatis to say，Selflinteractionis

anintemalized equlValent of socialinteraction with“others”・Selflinteractionis a fbrm Of social

interaction，Which usuallylnVOIves other people，but carried on alone・

FromtheperspectiveofSI，Self－interactionissynonymouswith“theprocessofinterpretation”，Which

has two distinct steps‥nrSt，the actorindicates a set ofHthings”which carry meanlngS fbrhim／herself

（the step of“indication’’），and second，he／sheinterprets these meanings by selecting，Checking，

suspending，regrOuplng，and transfbrmlng themin thelight ofboth the situationin which he／sheis

placed andthe direction ofhis／her action（the step of“interpretation”）・

It has been argued that the theorization of“self－interaction’’in Sldoes not difftrfrom“su句ective

nominalism”，Which proposes that autonomousindividualsfunctionin societywhile never becoming a

product ofthat society・This criticism haslong been made by a numberofsociologlStS，fbr example，

such亮sJ．D．Lewis．His argumentis particularly worth notlng nOW・The nrst chapter of this article

includes a counterargument toJ・D・Lewis’s criticism・

Given uselflinteraction，，as the centralconcept，HsocializationMin SIis the process whereby：

1）An actor derives“schemes of dennition”and“generalized roles’’from“groups of others”to

which he／she belongs．

2）The actor’sinterpretation／dennition during socialinteractionsin which he／sheis participatingis

guidedbythesetwoframeworks，i・e・theuschemesofdennition”andugeneralizedroles”，Whichhe／she

has derivedfrom“groups ofothers”・

3）“Schemes ofdennition’’serve to canalize anindividual’S socialactions during socialinteractions

with others，and Hgeneralized roles”serve to canalize theindividual’s actionsin self－interactions or

interactions with oneself二

Thus，“interpretation／dennition”is understood as the fb110wing process‥（a）the acquisition of“gene－

ralizedroles，”（b）theacquisitionof“schemesofdennition，”（C）thescrutinyof“schemesofdefinition’’

throughselflinteraction，Whichis guidedby”generalizedroles’’，and（d）perception ofthe environment

using the new“schemes of definition”resultingfrom the scrutinyin step（C）・Thisis a social

phenomenon whichis called”confbrring ofmeaning’’in SI・The environment，aSin（d），above，is

called the“world ofreality”（＝the“socialand physicalsphere”）・

SIconceives ofHhumanbeingsM as existences surroundedby an environment，Whichis composed of

a variety of“things”．The“world”is created by human beings through making“objects’’fbr him／her－

selffrom the world of reality by means of the act of Hconfb汀ing of meanlng”・In SI，this actis

understood as synonymous with perception as organized by“perspectives”（i・e・“SChemes ofdenniti0－
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n”and”genera－lized roles”）．So，an Objectis conceived as a portion or an aspect ofthe world of

reality，Which a human being has createdvia his／her perspectives・SIdivides objectsinto three

categories：“physicalobjects’’，“SOCialoqects”3　and“abstractobjects”・

The“world，，fbranyhumanbeinglSanareaCOnSistlngOnlyoftheseobjects・Humanbeingsareunderstood

asentitieslivlngWithinsuchworlds・HenceSIproposesthat…relationshipbetweenindividualandworld”is

establishedbytheinterpretation／dennition（＝“COnftrringofmeaningnorHperceptionH）oftheworldofreality

byhumanbeingsviasuccessiveprocessesofselfLinteraction・

However，SIhasneverconsideredthis”relationship”tobeHnxedHonlybytheone－Sidedinterpretationof

anactor．AccordingtoSI，theworldofrealitythatistobeinterpretedbyanindividualiscapableof“talking

back，，tohis／herinterpretation／dennition，eVentheindividualdoesnotsurewhetherhis／herinterpretations

havevalidity，he／shecanjudgethevalidityofdennitionsfromthis“talkingback”・Iftheinterpretationsprove

tobeinvalid，theyarethenmodined・ThusinSIhtherelationshipbetweenindividualandworld，，mustbe

understoodastherelationshipwithacapabilityofbeingfbrmedandre－fbrmedfrommomenttomoment

throughconstantinteraction／interplaybetweeninterpretation／de伽itionbyanactorandtalkingbackfromthe

worldofreality・Hence，thisrelationship，inSI，muStnOtbeconsideredtobenxedonlybytheone－Sided

interpretationoftheactor・

Keepingthepointof“relationshipbetweenindividualandworld”inmind，1etustrytoclarifytheconcept

ofuaction”－－”anindividualactM一一inSI．InSI，nrStandfbremost，anaCtionisunderstoodasanactivityof

”ntting，，or“叫iusting”byanactoragainsttheworldofreality・Asaresultofthisactivity，therelationship

betweenindividualandworldisfbrcedtobefbrmedandre－formedfrommomenttomoment，inthewake

oftalkingbackfromtheworldofreality・SIconceptualizesthisprocessasasequenceofunitsconsistlngOf：

1）“impulse”，2）“perception，，，3）”manipulation’’，4）”consummation”・Thisisnot，Ofcourse，terminatedafter

justonecycle，butisaperpetualcyclingofthefburunits，aSin，1）’’i′呼uLye”，2）‘わercq）tion”，3）“mani一

四／〟J加”，弟‥co〃∫〟肌用αJ加”，刃“∫〝甲〟たど”，卵‘perc甲血〃”，刀“朋。〃画bJ加”，鋤‘‘co〃∫〟椚椚αJ加”，‥…●

→〃ノ“～〝甲乙Jたど”，α〝。∫00〃・

Inchaptertwo，WeattemPttOanSWerthesecondquestion，aStOhowactorsareconstruCtlngaSOCiety・SI

explainssocialinteractionasamutualpresentationoraninterconversionofactionsbyactors・SIclassines

socialinteractionsinto twocategories，i・e・，HsymbolicinteractionM andHnon－Symbolicinteraction”・The

fbrmerismediatedbyself二interaction，thelatterisnot・Ithasbeenthoughtthatsymbolicinteractionisthe

equlValentof”theuseofsignincantsymboIsH，inMead，sterminology，andthatnon－Symbolicinteractionis

theequlValentofMead，S“conversationofgesturesM・However，thegreaterprecisionofouranalysISOnSI

demonstratestheexistenceofatleasttwotypesofsvmbolicinteracfion・distinctlydifftrentfromeachother：

りLogicallyspeaking，”Gestures，，inG・H・Mead，sterminologymustbeincludedinthecategoryofthisconcept（”social

object，，）．So，fromtheperspectiveofST，the“meanings”of”gestures”arealsounderstoodassocialproducts・Thisview

of”meanlngSisequlValenttotheviewofhmeanlngS”inMead，stheoryofsocialinteractions・

I1
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Symbolicinteractioninwhichaslgn摘cantsymboldoesnotyetexistbutparticlpantSintheinteractionare

trylngtOCallaslgnincantsymbolintobeing，andsymbolicinteractionmediatedbysignincantsymboIscalled

intobeingbyparticipantsinaprecedinginteraction（＝”useofsignincantsymboIs”）．Thelatteriscalled”a

realfbrmOfinteraction”．InSI，“SOCiety’’or“humansociety’’is understoodas“arealfbrmofinteraction’’，

andthistypeofinteractioniscalled’jointaction”or“transaction”・Therefbre，’jointaction（ortransaction）”

isinfacttherealfbrmofinteractionthatisequlValentto“useofsignincantsymboIs’’．

“Humansociety’’isconceptualizedasjointactionscloselyinterlinkedwitheachother“inatimelineand

inspace’’（Orinotherwords，diachronicallyandsynchronically）・”Jointactionrepresentsnotonlyahorizontal

linkage，SOtOSPeak，OftheactivitiesoftheparticIPantS，butalsoaverticallinkagewiththepreviousJOlnt

action’’㍉Joint action，thus，is“thefundamentalunitofsociety．Its analysis，aCCOrdingly，1ays bare the

genericnatureofsociety’’5■

Joint actionis fbrmed through symbolicinteraction・Thatis，interactants construCt the realfbrm of

interaction through symbolicinteraction・In SI，Symbolicinteractionisformulated as a presentation of

Hgesture，，andaresponsetothemeanlngOfthegesture・ThemeanlngOfthegesturehasthreecomponents：

itslgnineswhataninteractantwhoispresentlngthegestureplanstodo，Whatanotherinteractanttowhom

thegestureisdirectedistodo，andthefbrmOfjointactionthatistoemergefromthearticulationoftheacts

oftheinteractants．Astateof“mutualunderstanding”Occurswhenthegesturehasthesamemeanlngfbrboth

interactants，theonewhohaspresentedthegestureandtheothertowhomithasbeenaddressed・Inthis

situation，＝aslgnincantsymbolMor”acommondennition”issharedbytheinteractants，andthetermsha

slgn捕cant symbol日，and”acommon dennitionH，indicate thateachinteractantis”confbrring”thesame

meanlngOnthegesture，throughtheirindividualprocessesofselfLinteraction・

Joint action can take place only when a slgnincant symbolor a common definition exists among

interactants．Intum，“aCOmmOndennition”canexistonlywheneachinteractantperformsaprocesscalled

HtakinglntOaCCOuntOftakinglntOaCCOunt”…afbrmofselflinteraction・Asaresultofthisprocess，theyare

abletograspproperly（＝interpretproperly）the“standpointoftheother”and“one’sownstandpointinthe

eyesoftheother”・SIproposesthatfbrinteractants，aPrOPergraSpOfthesetwo“standpolntS”ispossibleonly

ifinterpretations／dennitionsaredirectedbyinterpretiveinstrumentS，i・e・，PeT3peCtives（＝”schemesofdenn－

ition”and“generalizedroles”）．Theinteractantshavealrea4yobtainedsuchperspectivesfrom“groupsof

others’’．And，from the SIperspective，Onlyin thepresence ofacommon dennition can“the regularity，

stability，andrepetitivenessofjolntaCtion”6■bemaintained・

Inchapterthree，Weaddressthethirdproblem‥thenatureofhumansocietyistheoneofunpredictable

continualtransfbrmation・SIhasemphasizedthathumansocietyorJOintactionmustbeseentohaveacareer

J－Blumer，H．G．，1969，Symbo／iclnteractionism，Prentice－Hall，p．20．

く）Blumer，1969，p・70・

h）Blumer，1969，p・71・
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Orahistory；itscareerisgenerallyorderly，flxedandrepetitious，byvirtueofitsparticIPantS’Common

identiftcationordennitionintheirJ01ntaCtion．Thecareerofjointactionmust，however，alsobeseentobe

opentomanypossibilitiesofuncertainty・

WhymustJOlntaCtion／Societybeunderstoodashavingthecharacterofbeinghopentomanypossibilities

ofuncertainty，，7？Toanswerthisquestionwiththefbcusontheconceptof”self－interactionH，Which，We

attempttoprove，neCeSSarilyimpliesthatcontinuousregularity，Stability，andrepetitivenessofjointactions

thatcomposehumansocietyareaCtually，andlogically，impossible・Inotherwords，山acommondennition”

cannot，inpractice，keepltSglVenfbrmcontinuouslyunchanged・

lnSI，aCOnditioninwhichacertaincommondennitionismaintainedimpliesasituationinwhichacertain

slgnificantsymbolismaintainedamonglnteraCtantS・Thissituationcanbedescribedasastateinwhichan

individualseesagesturehehimselfpresentsintheidenticalwaylnWhichitisseenbythosetowhomitis

addressed．lnordertomaintainthisstate，theinteractantwhopresentsthegesturemustinterpretandde丘ne

properly，throughaprocessofself－interaction，the”twostandpolntSMoftheotherinteractant／“alterego”to

whomthegestureisaddressed・Moreover，thevalidityofhis／herinterpretation／de伽itionmustbecontinu－

ouslymaintained・Butthisisimpossible，becauseofthenatureofthehalterego”orHother”・

Aswehaveseeninchapterone，theHworldsMthatexistfbrhumanbeingsareareasthatconsistonlyof

“oqects”．Therefbre“others，，，aStheyexistfbreachindividual，muStbeincludedinthecategory／conceptof

“object”（“socialoqect”）・Oqectsare，aSWehavesaid，abletobedescribedasapartoftheworldofreality

thatisseenbytheindividualfromhis／herperspectives・Therefbre，itcanbesaidthattheoqectis，OnOne

hand，aPerCeptCreatedbytheindividual，butatthesametimeitcontinuestoexistundeniablyasaportion

oftheworldofreality・How，then，isthenatureoftheworldofrealitygraSPed？Asclar摘edinchapterone，

SIproposesthattheworldofrealitytobeinterpretedbyanactorhascontinuouspossibilitiesoftalkingback

tohis／herinterpretation／dennition，andtheactorcantherebyknowwhetherhis／herinterpretationhasvalidity

ornot．Ifanindividuals，interpretationisfbundouttobeinvalid，theglVeninterpretationwillbemodined・

ThismeansthatSIunderstandsinterpretationalwayshasthepossibilityofbeingformedandre－fbrmedfrom

Fromthesegrounds，itfbllowsthattheindividualcannotcontinuouslyusethesameinterpretation／denni－

tionofaglVenOqeCt．Therefbre，becausethe“other”isalsocategorizedasanobjectandaspartoftheworld

ofreality，itfbllowsthatthe＝OtherMwhichistobeinterpretedbyanactorhascontinuouspossibilitiesof

talkingbacktotheactor，sinterpretation／defhition；anditalsofbllowsthattheindividualcannotcontinuously

glVe the sameinterpretation／dennition to the”other”With whom theindividualis engagedin

interactionsjointactions．The“other”or”alterego”fbrtheindividualexistsasa”blackbox”（Luhmann，N・）

fbrever．

「lBlumer，1969，p・71
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1nsummaryoftheabove，inSIanycommondennitionmust，aSamatterOffact，beconsideredimpossible

tosustainaparticularfbrmfbrever．Fbrever，fbrthenatureofthe“other”（＝“blackboxness”）doesn’tallow

anactortocontinuetousethesameinterpretation／dennition，OrtOCOnfとraparticularmeanmgthrougha

PrOCeSSOfselflinteraction，fbrever・The“other”hascontinuouspossibilitiesoftalkingback，andtheresultant

need ofthe actorto change ormodifyanygiveninterpretation／dennition（＝meaning）endlessly persists．

Hence、anyCOmmOndeflnitionmustinevitablybere－fbrmedeventtlally，andhence，anyJOintactionmustalso

inevitablybere－fbrmedeventually．

ThennalchapterconcernStheproblemoffindingasuitableresearchmethodologyfbrexaminlng“the

StandpolntOftheactor”，aSthemeanstotestlngemplricallytheSImodelofsociety，thatis，“theDynamic

Society’’，1aidoutinthepreviouschapters．

1nchaptersone，tWO，andthree，WeClarifledtheSlmodelofhumansociety．Firstandfbremost，”human

SOCiety”isconceptualizedasasystemofinterlinkedsocialinteractionsbyinteractants，andinrealityhuman

SOCiety exists only as“a realfbrm ofinteractions”，i・e・，“tranSaCtions’’or‘10int actions”．1n Sl，SOCial

interactionisthefundamentalunitofsociety，Which exposesthegenericnatureof“human society’’．To

understandsociety，Weneedonlytostudythis“realfbrmofinteraction”（＝tranSaCtionJjointaction）．Thiswas

theinitialhypothesisofSIfbrthestudyofsociety・

Summarizlngthemodelofsocialinteractiondescribedinthepreviouschapters，fbrSIsocialinteraction

is aninteractionin whichinteractants，eaCh havlng the nature of”black boxness”for otherinteractants，

Perfbrm“takinglntOaCCOuntOftakinglntOaCCOunt”asafbrmofselfLinteraction，inordertograsp／denne

PrOPerlyboththe“standpolntOftheother”and“one’sownstandpointintheeyesoftheother”．ThusSOCial

interactionisasocialprocessinwhicheachinteractantmustcontinuetoguesstwothingsi．e．，”fromwhat

Standpointsareothersperceivlngtheworld？’’and“howaremyperspectivesbeinggraspedbyothers？’’，by

theprocedureof“takinglntOaCCOuntOftakinglntOaCCOunt”・Additionally，becauseofthenatureof“black

boxness”which characterizes allinteractants with respect to one another，theinteractants are necessarily

fbrcedintorede丘ningthesituation，andasaresultofthisreTdeflnition，theirinteractionsortheirJOlntaCtions

arefbrcedtochangeintoyetanotherfbrm．Thesepossibilitiesof“change’’continueadif7Pnitum．

We have discussed the conceptlOn Ofsocialinteractionin the nrst three chapters ofthis article．This

COnCePt10nShouldbecategorizedasa“sensitizlngCOnCePt”intermsofSl’smethodology．Thismeansthat

thisconceptlOnmuStnOtbetakenasaselfLevidenttruthoraprioriassumptlOnOnWhichagrandtheorycan

be built by a purely deductive approach，but must be understood as merely a hypothesis or tentative

PrOPOSitionwhosevaliditymustbetestedemplrlCally・TheapproachtoemplricaltestlngreCOmmendedbySI

is as fbllows：“One moves outfrom a concept to the concrete distinctiveness oftheinstance，instead of

embraclngtheinstanceintheabstractframeworkoftheconcept”8

いBlumer，1969．p．149．
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SlhaspromotedHnaturalisticlnqulryMastheidealresearchmethodfbrthesocialsciences・Thismeansa

HcontinuinginteractionbetweenguidingideasandemplrlCa－observation，，。・Themethodologyofnaturalistic

lnqulrylSaCOntinualtestlngandrevislngOftheconceptswithrespecttotheinvestlgatOr，Ssubjectofresearch

throughemplricalobservation・ButHHowcantheinvestlgatOrknowwhetherornottheglVenCOnCeptSOfthe

subjectofresearcharevalid？”Thatis，howdoesSIenvisagetheprocessoftestlngandrevislng？lnSlterms，

thisisconsideredtobepossiblebywayoftheuresistlngM，Ortalkingback・fromthe”emplricalworld’’under

studytotheconceptsoftheinvestigator（theoccurrenceofthe”negativecase’’）・

what，then，isthemethodologlCalpositionoftheinvestlgatOrWhencarrymgOutthenaturalisticlnqulry

withtheconceptsofsocialinteraction（“rootimages，，ofSI）1aidoutinchaptersone，tWOandthree？The

“position”assumedisidenticalwiththeqpproachjlomthe“stan＊ointQltheactor”・Theinvestigatormust

takeonthesameactivityasthatoftheinteractantdescribedinSItheory・

The丘nalchapterillustratestheproblems，andthepolntStObekeptlnmind・Whenactual＆employlngthis

approachtoresearch・

Thestudyofsocietyfrom“thepositionoftheactorMrequlreSthattheinvestlgatOrtakesontheroleofthe

actorunderstudyandsees”his／herownworldfromhis′herstandpolnt”・Theconceptof山actor”embraces

notonlyanindividual，butalsoagr叩・Inordertomakethisclear，SIoftenusesthetermHactlngunit”to

refbrtoHactor，，・ThenrstproblemiswhethertheHgroupMcanbeproperlylocatedinthecategoryorconcept

Of“actlngunit”・

whethertheHactlngunitHconsistsofanindividualoragroup，ltSaCtivitiesmustbeequallyunderstoodas

theproductsofitsowninterpretiveprocesses・TheassertionofSIisthatevenincaseswherethe“actlng

unitMrepresentsagrotp，WemuStadoptthe仰rOaCh．舟omthestaゆointQltheactorandHtaketheroleof

theactlngunit，，・However，OuranalysISmakesitclearthatSIdoesnotexplainpersuasivelyandsystemati－

callyhowitispossiblefbrtheinvestlgatOrtOtaketheroleofanentiregroup，andthatthediscussionabove

onlyprovidesthatonlyanindividualcanbeincludedinthecategoryofHactlngunit，，，ifwearetodothe

呼prOdC力♪0椚伽∫Jα〃㊥0～〃／げJ毎αCわrlO■・

Thenextproblem，HCanwetaketheroleoftheactlngunitintheraw？，，isdiscussedbelow・

supposlngthatsocialinteractionsoccurbetweentwointeractants，then，intermsofouranalysIS・thetwo

interactantsareconsideredtobeengagedintheHtakingintoaccountoftakingintoaccount’’（afbrmof

9－Blumer，H．G．，1977＝1992，CommentonLewis・”TheClassicAmericanPragmatistsasForerunnerStOSymboliclnter－

actionism，，，Hamilton，P．，（ed．），Geo曙eHerberfルわadCriticalAssessments・VOl・2・SeC・2，Routledge，P・154・

10）AccordingtoMamoruFunatsu，however，Blumer，stheoryon”socialproblems，，basedonSIhasapotentialfbrmaking

slgnincantcontributionstodevelopamacrotheoryofSl・Seenexttwoarticles：Funatsu，M・，1990，Interpretative

ApproachtoSocialProblems，TheStu加重QrSocio／ogy，55，TohokuSociologicalAssociation，pp・155－174；Blumer，197l，

socialProblemsasCo11ectiveBehavior，Socia／Problems，18：298－306＝2006，tranSlatedbyKuwabara・T・and

Yamaguchi，K・，H・GBlumer，SocialProblemsasCollectiveBehavior，JournalQlEconomicsandSocio／ogy，66，The

EconomicSocietyofKagoshimaUniversity・pp・41－55・1nthistranslationbyus・abriefexaminationastorelationships

betweenBlumer，stheoryonSIandSocialConstruCtionismisincluded・

－8－
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Selトinteraction）eachother．inordertograspthe“standpointoftheother”and“one’sownstandpointinthe

eyesoftheother”；anditisfurtherconsideredthateachofthetwointeractantshasthenatureofa“black

boxness”fbrtheother．So，WhenaninvestlgatOrattemPtStOStudysocialinteraction什omthestandpolntOf

an actor，he／she must takeinto accouIlttheassumptlOn Of“black boxness‥that theinteractants can never

knowtherealidentltyOftheother，andalsorr）uStbuildtheresearchmethodormethodologycompatiblewith

thisassumptlOn．Asaresult，“delimitlnganaWareneSSCOnteXtalwaysrequlreSthatthesociologlStaSCertajn

inder）endentlytheawarenessofeachinteractant・Thesafbstmcthodistoobtaindata，throughobservationor

intcrview什omeachinteractantonhisownstateofawareness．Toacceptthewordofonlyoneinft）nllantis

risky，CVenPerhapsfbrtheopenaWareneSSCOnteXt日日

It mustalso be borneillmind that an”investlgatOr”who studies socialinteraction becomes one oflhc

acTOrSOr（J〔・li17g〃77ir．YOnthesamelevelasthetwointeractantsstudied・So、anaCtOfstudyiI一gOra“reSearCh

zICt‥by theinvestigatormust also be understood as oneo／’lh（Ji71le7Pr（，／il，Ciフ川（・C▲～・一CS．and theinteraction

betweentheinvestlgatOrandtheinvestlgated料equally，locatedinthecategoryof‥symbolicinteraction”ニ

ande、′enfbrtheinvestlgatOrthetwointeractantswhoscrolesareunderstudyalsoha、′ethecharacterofh／aぐk

／）。rrnLJ・YLb・・Forthisreason，altllOughtheresearchactinvoIvestakingthestandpolntOftheactorlitnevermeanS

takingdil・cc／hlthe．、・／ul14，（）inli′11heralt・・ThestandpolntOftheactorastakenbyaninvestlgatOrCanOnlybe

the“reconstructionofconstructions’’（NaohitoTokugawa）l二．

How，then，CantheinvestlgatOrrelativizethis“reconstructionofconstruCtionsl’andtestitsvalidity？The

obviousanswertothisquestiollderivedfromSItheory，thattheinvestlgatOrCandothisinthelightoftalking

backfr0111anemplricalworld，isunsatisfhctoIY・ItistooincompletefbrpracticaluseinsociologlCalresearch・

Arn叫OrissuebeingtobedealtwithinfhtureworkistodevisetestlngStandardsthatcanverifシemplricaHy

theSTconceptlOnOfsocialinteractionoritsmodelofsociety，namely／theDynamicSociety”・
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