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ABSTRACT

ThepurposeofthepresentstudywastocompareVietnameseandJapanese

respondentsregarding"valency"asdefinedbyWilfredBion.Tomeasurethe

respondents'valency,arevisedandabbreviatedversionoftheReactionto

GroupSituationTest(RGST)wasadministratedseparatelytothetwoethnic

groups(136Japaneseand300Vietnamesestudents).Theresultsrevealedsome

significantdifferences.However,thesedifferenceswere,ingeneral,not

qualitativebutquantitativedifferences.Thatis,thetwoethnicgroupswere

foundtodisplaysimilarreactionstogroupsituations,withsomedifferences

regardingtheway(actively,emotionally,orcognitively)theyreacttothe

stimulus-situation.Nooneofthesedifferenceswerefoundtobeinfluenced

solelybytherespondents'culture.Someofthemweretheresultofthe

separateeffectofboththeindividualvalencyandculture(fightandflight

stimulus-situation).However,itwasfoundthattheeffectoftheformer

(valency)wasmoreimportantthantthelatter'sone.Moreover,thequantitative

differenceregardingpairinganddependencystimulus-situationwastheresultof

theinteractiveeffectofbothcultureandvalency.

Thepresentstudyisbasedontwofundamentalworks:Bion'sclinicalworkand

hisexperienceswiththerapygroups,andthelargenumberofempiricalstudies

conductedbyThelenetal.(1954),andStockandThelen(1958).

LikehispredecessorsFreudandLewin,Bion(1968)developedauniquegroup

theoryasaresultofexperienceswithsmallgroupsofneuroticpatientsatthe

TavistockClinic.Thistheoryhasasignificantinfluenceonthestudyofgroup

bahaviorandindividualbehaviorwithinthegroup.

TheConceptsofBasicAssumptionsandValency

CentraltoBion'stheoryistheconceptofbasicassumption.AccordingtoBion

*NoteThisstudywassupportedbyaSpecialResearchGrantfromTheResearchInstituteof

NaraUniversity.
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(1968),wheneveragroupisbornithasonlytwoalternatives:tofunctionasaunyk

grouporabasicassumptiongroup.Intheformercase,thegroupmembersappearto

beunitedaroundarealor"basictask".Inthiscasethegroupischaracterizedbya

highsenseofreality,cooperationamongitsmembersand,therefore,growthand

highachievements.

Ontheotherhand,agroupfunctioningasabasicassumptiongroupappearesto

bedominatedordeterminedbyanunderlyingcommonassumption.Itbegaves"as

if"itsmemberssharedacommonunconscious(unspoken)assumptionbywhichthe

groupbehaviorandcultureareinfluencedanddirected.Althoughveryoftena

fantasy,thegroupbehaves"asif"thisassumptionisreal,rational,andatreeduopn

byeverymember.Bionreferredtothisfantasyas"basicassumption",anddescribed

threedifferentbasicassumptions,namely,thebasicassumptionsofdependency

(baD),basicassumptionoffight/flight(baF),andbasicassumptionof加 〃加g(baP).

Otherresearchershaveaddednewbasicassumptions(see,Anzieu,1984;Turquet,

1985;Lion&Gruenfeld,1993),buttheywillnotbediscussedinthestudy,forthis

goesfarbeyondthescopeofthisstudy.

TheothercoreconceptinBion'sgroupdynamicsistheconceptofvalencywith

whichtheconceptofbasicassumptioniscloselyralated.Discussingtherelationship

betweenthegroupbasicassumptionandtheroleplayedbyeachgroupmember,

Bion(1968)arguedthatparticipationinabasicassumption"requiresnotYaining,

expeyicence,oymentaldevelopment"(p.153).Allwhatamemberneedstoparticipatein

thegroupbasicassumptionisthevalencycorrespondingtothebasicassumption

whichdominatesthegroupactivityatacertainperiodofitshistory.Initiallya

wordborrowedfromphysics,valencyisusedbyBion(1968)asexpressing"a

CαραC吻for謝 傭 傭 α4S謝01纏 α7ッCO励 伽tionofoneindivi●6伽1ZUZ'thanotherfc〃 ・吻 漉9

andactingonabasicassumption"(p.153).Theword"combination"doesnotmean

herethatmembersconsciouslyco-operatewitheachother,butimpliesratherthat

membersunconsciouslyaimatthesameemotionalgoals(dependency,fight/flight,

orpairing).AccordingtoBion,"agroupactingonbasicassumptionwouldneedneither

organizationnoracapacityforco‐operation"(p.170).Heconsidersco‐operationasthe

counterpartofvalencyintheworkgroup.

Moreover,valencycanbedefinedintermsofnatureanddegree.Thatis,each

personhasavalencyofagivennatureorkind(dependencyvalencym,fight/flight

valency,orapairingvalency).AsputbyBion(1968),aperson"canhave...no

valencyonlybyceasingtobe,asfarasmentalfunctionisconcerned,human"(p.116) .

Thereareindividualdifferencesintermsofthevalencydegree;dependingof

一112一



Hafsi:ValencyandCulture

his/hercapacityforcombination,apersoncanhaveahighorlowvalency.Aperson

witharelativelylowvalencywillbeconsideredhereaswork-oriented,orashaving

aco‐operationtendency(Ct).

Thepsychologicalandbehavioralcontentofagivenvalencyissimilartothe

contentofitscorrespondingbasicassumption.Thatis,adependencyvalency(Dv)

ischaracterizedbyatendencytorelyonothers(groupmembers,leader,etc).The

Fight/flightvalencyincludesfightingwithothers,drawingothers(especiallythe

leader)intofights,directandindirecthostility,criticism,boredom,avoidanceof

conflict,withdrawalfromthegroupactivity,etc.(Hafsi,1997).Themostfrequent

expressionsofpairingvalency(Pv)isatendencyofinvitingandappealing,andat

thesametimeconveyingandencouragingintimateandfriendlyinteractions.

Moreover,pairingisalsocharacterizedbyastronghopeforabettergrouplife,a

strongexpectation,andratherafuturisticandidylliclookatthehere-and-now.

Itshouldbenotedthattheauthor,basedontheempiricalworkofStockand

Thelen(1958),preferstodividetheFight/flightvalencyintoFightvalency(Fv),

andFlightvalency(Flv),anddealswiththemseparately(Hafsi,1997).Because,

althoughtheyaretriggeredbythesamestimulus,thatis,thefearofafantastic

enemy,theymobilizetwodifferentkindsofdefencemethods.

Theresultsofresearchingroupdynamicshavetaughtusthefactthatthegroup

isnotmerelythesumofitsmembers,buttheydidnotshedlightonhowthe

passagefromtheindividualtogrouptakesplace.Inotherwords,theseresultscan

nottellushowagivenmembercomestocombinewithothermemberstoconstitute

agroupwithitsmindandculture.Thislackofinformationconcerningthe

individual-grouprelationshipconstitutedakindof"missinglink"whichBion's

conceptofvalencyhashelpedustorestore.

MeasuringValencies:IntroducingTheRGSTandtheRGST-Ab

BasedonBion'sgrouptheory,Thelenetal.(1954)conductedaseriesofstudies

attheNationalTrainingLaboratoryinGroupDevelopment(NTLInstitute)in

Bethel.Thesestudiesresultedinthedevelopmentofabatteryofresearchmethods,

andagreatamountofpublicationsintheperiodfrom1951to1958(Stock&

Thelen,1958).Tomyknowledge,however,fewstudiesonly(Fransson,1980;

Armelius&Armelius,1982;Karterud&Foss,1989;Lion&Gruenfeld,1993),have

appliedthesemethodssincethen.

OneofthesemethodsistheReactiontoGroupSituationTest(RGST).Thistest

isasentencecompletiontestcomposedof44itemsorstimulus-situationsonwhich
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thesubjectisexpectedtoprojecthis/hervalency.DrawingfromBion,Thelenand

histeamconceivedofgroupactivityintermsoftwoaxes:emotionalityandwork.

Therefore,theyconstructedtheRGSTsothat280fits44items(stimulus-situation)

presentthesubjectwithaparticularemotional(fight,flight,dependency,and

pairing)orcooperationstimulus-situation.Thesubjectisaskedtowritedownwhat

theactor(thegroup,amember,ortwomembers)woulddointhestimulus-situation.

Then,withtheexceptionofthegeneralitems,thecontentofallotheritemsis

scoredonthreedimensions:1)acceptanceofthesituationconveyedbythe

stimulus-situation,2)clarityofresponse,and3)mannerofresponse(seeHafsi,

1997formoredetails).

MostofthosewhohaveusedThelenetal'sresearchmethods(includingthe

RGST)havepointedoutthedifficultyinworkingwiththeoriginalmanuals

(Karterud&Foss,1989).ThatisalsowhytheRGSTwasnotusedextensively

(Hare,1973;McGrath,1984;Lion&Gruenfeld,1993).Therefore,whenusingthe

originalRGST,theauthor(Hafsi,1996,1997)alsometwithanumberofdifficulties

thatledhimtodeveloparevisedversionofthetest,referedtoastheRGSTNara

UniversityVersion(RGST-Nu).Thisversionischaracerizedbyasimplerscoring

method.Unliketheoriginalscoringmethod,theonedevelopedbytheauthordoes

notnecessaryrequireanintensiveclinicaltraining.

Aswillbediscussedlater,usinganabbreviatedversionoftheRGST-Nu(RGST-Ab),

thepresentstudywasconductedtoinvestigatethesimilaritiesanddifferences,in

termsofvalenciesbetweenJapaneseandVietnamesesubjects.

METHOD

Subjects

Anumberof136Japanesestudents(Male=98,Female=38)and300Vietnamese

students(Male=184,Female=116)participatedinthestudy.Themeanagewas

19.4yearsfortheJapanese,and20.6fortheVietnamese.Thesubjectswere

administratedtheabbreviatedversionoftheRGST-Nu(orRGST-Ab)duringthe

class.

TestMaterial:

AdministratingtheRGSTwouldhavebeenidealinthisstudy.However,duethe

lackofaVietnameseversionofRGST,thiswasnotpossible.Evenifthiswas

possible,itwouldhavebeenverydifficult,ifnotimpossible,totranslateallthe

RGSTprotocolsof300VietnamesesubjectsinJapanese,duetoalackoftimeand
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soonavailabletranslators.Therefore,theauthordevelopedalesstime-consuming

versionofRGST-Nuwhichalso,exceptthetranslationoftheitems,doesnot

requiretranslationofthesubjects'answers.

Basedonpreviousstudies(Hafsi,1996,1997),theauthorsselectedfromthe

RGST-Nu10items(2foreachvalencyand2forcooperationtendency)whichhad

thehighestresponsepercentagetodeveloptheRGST-Abscale,indicatedinFigure1.

Asaresponsetothestimulus-situationdescribedbyeachitem,thesubjectwere

providedwith6possibilities.Thescalewasdesignedsothatpoint-1representsthe

strongestagreementoridentification,andpoint-6theweakestagreementwiththe

tendency(dependency,fight,pairing,Flight,andcooperation)thestimulus-situation

issupposedtoexpress.Thatis,ifasubjectanswerbychoosingtheresponse

indicatedbypoint-1,he/sheisconsideredasacceptingstronglythetendency

indicatedinthestimulus-situation.Thechoiceofpoint-6indicatesthatthesubject

doesnotidentifyorhavethetendencydiscribedinthestimulus-situation.The6

possibilitiesofrespondingtoeachstimulus-situationarethusasfollows:point-1:

identifyingwiththetendencybyresortingtoaction,point-2:identifyingwiththe

tendencybyresortingtoemotion;point-3:identifyingcognitivelywiththetendency;

point-4:notidentifyingwithorrejectingideallythetendency;point-5:not

identifyingwiththetendencybyresortingtoemotion;point-6:notidentifyingwith

thetendencybyresortingtoaction.Thefactthatrespondingbyaction(point-1)is

consideredasstrongerthanrespondingbyemotionisbasedonthefindingsof

previousstudies(Hafsi,1996,1997.

Procedure

Livingindifferentcountries(HohChiNinhCity,Vietnam,andNaraCity,

Japan)thesubjectsweresurveyedseparately,usingthesamemethod.Thatis,the

RGST-Abquestionnairewasdistributedtothesubjects,andtheitemswereread

onebyone(allowinga20-secoundintervalbetweentwoitems)byanassistant.As

mentionedabove,thesubjectwereaskedtochooseasquicklyaspossible,one

possibleresponsetoeachstimulus-situationaftertheassistanthasfinishedreading

it.Thecompletedquestionnaireswerereturnedattheendoftheclass.Theresults

ofthestudywereasfollows.

RESULTSANDDISCUSSION

ThefirstanalysisconsistedinanalyzingthedifferencebetweenJapaneseand

Vietnameserespondentsintermsofvalencydistribution.However,onlythedataof
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Figure1.DescriptionoftheRGST-AbScale.

1.SinceJacklikedsomemembersmore

others,he

1.spenttime(hangaround)withthem.

2.washappy.

3.thoughtabouttravelingwiththem.

4.startedtothinkabouthisrelationship

them.

5.wasnothappyaboutthat.

6.leftthegroup.

than

with

2.TogetherJohnandFred

1.wentoutfordinner.

2.laughedaltogether.

3.beguntothinkaboutrestructuringthegroup.

り
4.realizedthattheycann'tstaytogether.

5.hatetobealtoghther.

6.stopedworkingtogether.

3.WhenherealizedhewasangryatPhil,Charles

1.warnedhim.

2.gotmoreangryathim.

3.thoughtaboutaskinghimtoleavethegroup.

4.thoughtitwasnotgood.

5.wasdisappointedwithhimself.

6.triedtomakeitupwithhim.

4.WhenJimrealizedquiteafewpeoplewere

takingdigsateachother,he

1.triedtotakedigsatotherpeopletoo.

2.enjoyedit.

3.thought"weCann'thelpit".

4.decidednottodolikethem.

5.didn'tlikeit.

6.askedthemtorefrainfromdoingitimmediately.

5.Whentheleaderofferedtohelphim,Pete

1.shakedhishandandthankedhim.

2.wasveryglad.

3.thoughtaboutwhathewouldhavedone

withouttheleader'shelp.

4.thoughtheshouldfindhowtomanageby

himself.

5.washurt.

6.toldhim:"Icandoitalone".

6.WhenHarrysaidthatweneededhelp,Martin

1.shouted:"That'strue.Iagreewithyou".

2.feltrelieved.

3.thoughtaboutwhichkindofhelpthegroup

needs.

4.didn'tthinkso.

5.gotangryathim.

6.ignoredhim.

7.Whenseveralmembersdroppedoutofthe

discussion,Hank

1.didn'tparticipatetoo.

2.feltreassured.

3.thoughtthattheirbehaviorwasunderstandable.

4.thoughtthathemustthinkaboutthereasons

oftheirbehavior.

5.gotangryatthem.

6.warnedthem.

8.WhenEdseemedtobedaydreaming,Bill

1.triednottodisturbhim.

2.enviedhim.

3.thoughtthatitwouldbeniceifhecando

likeEd.

4.thoughtabouthowtoattractEd'sattention.

5.gotangryathim.

6.calledhim.

9.WhenSamsaid:"Let'sgettotheproblem",1

1.said:"Yes,let'sdoit".

2.wasgladtohearthat.

3.thoughtabouthowtodealwiththeproblem.

4.thoughtthatwasimpossible.

5.didn'tlikeit.

6.refusedit.

10.Sincethegroupwantedtotestthesuggested

procedure,Milt

1.cooperated.

2.wasglad.

3.decidetoexaminetheprocedure.

4.thoughtaboutleavingthegroup.

り
5.didn'tlikeit.

6.showedhisdisagreement.
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therespondentswhowerecharacterizedbyonlyonevalency(Pv,Fv,Dv,Flv,or

Ct)wereanalyzed.Therefore,only302respondentswerefoundtohaveone

valency.Therest(N=134)werecharacterizedbyeithermorethanonevalencyor

didnotdisplayanyclearvalency.

Table1.FrequencyDistributionbyEthnicGroup

EthnicGroup

Table2.MeanofEachTypeofValencybyEthnicGroup

Valency Japanese Vitnamese

EthnicGroup

Valency

Pairing

Fight

Dependency

Flight

Cooperation

40(43.0)

oo(o.o)

7(7.5)

2(2.2)

44(47.3)

Japanese Vietnamese

32(15.3)

1(1.0)

52(24.9)

92(44.0)

92(44.0)

Pairing

Fight

Dependency

Flight

Cooperation

1.84(.90)

4.11(1.15)

4.50(7.50)

2.39(.81)

1.80(.83)

2.72(.73)**

4.49(1.09)*

3.53(1.30)**

2.69(.87)

2.34(.73)**

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).

Note:Valuesrepresentmeanscoreand

standarddeviations(inparentheses).
*p< .01;**p<.001

DifferencesandSimilarities

AscanbeseeninTable1,thereweresignificantdifferencesbetweenthesetwo

ethnicgroups(x2=41.2,df=4,p<.0001).Thatis,withthecooperation-tendency

beingpredominantforeachgroup(44.0%oftheVietnamesesample,and47.3%of

theJapanesesample),theJapanesewerecharacterizedbythePv(43.0%),andthe

VietnamesebyDv(24.396).Thesefindingshaveaprincipalimplicationforthestudy

ofJapanesepeople.TheyrevealclearlythatJapanesefeelcomfortableindyadic

relationships,andmaythusprovidesupportforthetheoryofaurae(Doi,1973),a

psychologicaltendencywhichisthoughtofasafeatureofJapanesepeople.

Analyzingthedatafurther,themeansofthetwoethnicgroupsineachofthe

valencywerecompared.Theresultsdidnotrevealsignificantqualitativedifference

betweenthetwogroupsofsubjects.Thatis,asindicatedinTable2,thetwo

groupstendtoidentifywiththesamestimulus-situationsoritems(pairing,

dependency,andcOOOperation),andrejectthesamestimulusstimuationstoo(fight

andflight).

However,ifweexaminecarefullytheresultsinTable2,wecanseethat

althoughtherearenoqualitativedifferencesbetweenthem,thedifferenceswere,

nevertheless,statisticallyhighlysignificant.Inotherwords,althoughbothgroups

displayedpreferenceforpaiting(bothgroupsmeanswerelowerthanpoint-3),

Japaneserespondentswerefoundtobemorepaoring-orientedthantheirVietnamese

counterparts(t(434)=9.9,p<.0001).Moreover,therejectionbytheVietnamese

respondentsofthefightstimulus-situationwassignificantlyhigherthantheoneby
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ofJapaneserespondents(t(434)=3.2,p<.001).Concerningtheflightsimulus-situation,

theJapaneserespondentsdisplayedastrongerrejectionthantheirVietnamese

counterparts(t(434)=-7.8,ρ 〈.0001).Inresponsetodependency,theJapanese

respondents'identificationwiththestimulus-situationwasstrongerthanthe

Vietnameserespondents(t(434)=3.5,p<.0001).Thesamesignificantquantitative

differencewasfoundbetweenthetwogroups(t(434)=6.5,p<.0001)concerning

cooperationtendency,withtheJapaneserespondentscharacterizedbythehighest

mean.

Seekingfurtherinformationaboutthesequantitativedifferences,thetwoethnic

groupswerecomparedregardingtheirresponsemanner(action,emotion,or

cognition,seeHafsi,1997formoredetails)toeachofthestimulus-situation.

Table3.ResponseMannerintheFirst

PairingItemByEthnicgroup

EthnicGroup

Table4.ResponseMannerintheSecond

PairingItemByEthnicGroup

Response

Manner Japanese Vietnamese

Response

Manner

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

74(54.4)

33(24.3)

19(14.0)

4(2.9)

4(2.9)

2(1.5)

EthnicGroup

Japanese Vietnamese

37(12.3)

127(42.3)

114(38.0)

21(7.0)

1(0.3)

00(0.0)

Ac‐ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

68(50.0)

41(30.1)

7(5.1)

17(12.5)

1(0.7)

2(1.5)

41(13.7)

79(26.3)

23(7.7)

146(48.7)

9(0.3)

2(0.7)

1>ote:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparenheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

intext.

Ac-ac:accept-actlon;

Ac-em:accept-emotlon,

Ac-id:accept-ideation;

No-id:Non-accept-edeation;

No-em:Non-accept-emotion;

No-ac;Non-accept-action

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

Ac-ac:accept-actlon;

Ac-em:accept-emotlon,

Ac-id:accept-ideation;

No-id=Non-accept-ideation;

No-em=Non-accept-emotion;

No-ac=Non-accept-action

PairingSituation:AsindicatedinTable3,therearestatisticallysignificant

differencesbetweenthetwogroupsconcerningthewaytheyrespondtothefirst

pairingstimulus-situation(item-1:x2(5)=86.2,ρ 〈.0001).Thatis,fortheVietnamese

sample,thehighestpercentage(48.7)rejectedcognitively(point-4)thepairing

situation(item-1),whereasthehighestpercentageoftheJapanesesample(50.0)

wasfoundtoidentifyactively(displayingaction,point-1)withthesamesituation.

However,thesecondhighestpercentageforbothsamples(Japanese=26.3,and

Vietnamese=30.1)wasthatoftherespondentswhoidentifiedwiththeemotionally-loaded
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response(point-2).WhattheresultssuggesthereisthattheVietnamese,more

thantheJapanese,feellesscomfortableinthesituationswheretheyhavespecial

intimaterelationshipwithalimitednumberofpeople.TheJapanese,onthe

contrary,tendtofeelmorecomfortableandexpresstheirpreferenceforthe

situationintermsofaction(point-1).

Unlikethefirstitem,thesecondpairingitemdescribesadyadicrelationship.The

differencebetweenthetwoethnicgroupsisalsostatisticallysignifcant(x2(5)=103.7,

p<.0001).AsindicatedinTable4,thehighestpercentageoftheVietnamese(42.3)

perceivedthedyadasengaginginanemotionalinteraction(point-2:laughing

togheter),whereastheJapaneserespondents(54.4)tendedtoseethedyadasacting

altogether(point-1:goingoutfordinner).Ifweconsiderthefactthatresponding

withaction(point-1)hasastrongerimpact(Hafsi,1997)thanrespondingemotionally

(point-2),wecansaythatJapaneserespondents,morethantheirViernamese

counterparts,feelcomfortableinadyadicrelationshipandtendtotranslatetheir

feelingsdirectlyintoaction.

Table5.ResponseMannerintheFirst

FightItemByEthnicGroup

Table6.ResponseMannerintheSecond

FightItemByEthnicGroup

Response

Manner

EthnicGroup
Response

Manner

EthnicGroup

Japanses Vietnamese Japanese Vietnamese

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

21(15.4)

37(27.2)

5(3.7)

27(19.9)

4(2.9)

42(30.9)

95(31.7)

5(1.7)

3(1.0)

92(30.7)

10(3.3)

84(31.7)

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

4(2.9)

9(6.6)

6(6.6)

36(26.5)

34(25.0)

44(32.4)

2(.7)

3(1.0)

11(3.7)

42(14.0)

69(23.0)

173(57.7)

NoteValuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparenheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

FightSituation:Besidesthegeneralrejectivetendencytowardsfightingdescribed

inTable2,therearealsosignificantdifferencesbetweenthetwoethnicgroups

regardingthefirstfightingstimulus-situation(x2(5)=80.3,p<.0001).Asindicated

inTable5,thetotalpercentage(accept-action十accept-emotion十accept-ideation)

ofJapaneserespondentsidentifyingwiththefirstfightingstimulus-situation(46.3),

ishigherthantheoneofVietnameserespondents(34.4).Moreover,thereaxemore

VietnamesethanJapanesewhorejectcognitively(point-4)andactively(point-6)the

fightsituationdescribedintheitem.
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AsindicatedinTable6,similarsignificantdifferenceswerefoundbetweenthe

twosamplesregardingthesecondfightingstimulus-situation(x2(5)=36.3,ρ

<.0001).TheresultsrevealageneraltendencythatJapaneserespondentstendto

rejectfightingcognitivelymorethandotheirVietnamesecounterparts.Vietnamese

respondentstendtorejectitbymeansofaction.

Thegeneralfindingsthatbothgroupstendtorejectfightingstimulus-situation

--whetheremotionally
,cognitivelyoractively--maybeinterpretedhereas

supportingthepopularbeliefthatAsianpeoplearelessaggressiveandmorepeaceful

thanWesterncounterparts.

Table7.ResponseMannerintheFirstDe-

pendencyItemByEthnicGroup

Table8.ResponseMannerintheSecond

DependencyItemByEthnicGroup

Response

Manner

EthnicGroup
Response

Manner

EthnicGroup

Japanese Vietnamese Japanese Vietnamese

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

38(27.9)

64(47.1)

15(11.0)

10(7.4)

5(3.7)

4(2.9)

112(37.3)

20(6.7)

59(19.7)

93(31.0)

2(0.7)

14(4.7)

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

28(20.6)

13(9.6)

86(63.2)

8(5.9)

1(0.7)

oo(o.o)

28(9.4)

47(15.7)

206(68.9)

15(5.0)

1(0.3)

2(0.7)

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparenheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

FlightSituation:AsindicatedinTable2,althoughthetwoethnicgroupssharein

generalthesamerejectivetendencytowardsflight,thereisastatisticallysignificant

differencebetweenthem.ThesedifferencesaredescribedindetailsinTables7and8.

FromTable7wecanseethatthisrejectivetendencyis,generally,expressed

cognitivelyinthefirstflightitemalthoughthereisasignificantdifferencebetween

thetwoethnicgroups(xz(5)=54.2,p<.0001).Thatis,ahighpercentageofboth

Vietnamese(64.0)andJapanese(51.5)selectedthepoint-4,0rthecognitively

rejectivereaction.Moreover,ifthetwogroupsarecomparedregardingthesecond

flightitem,hereagainasignificantdifferencecanbeobserved(x2(5)=57.6,

p<.0001).AsindicatedinTableS,whileahighpercentageoftheVietnamese

respondents(46.3)tendtodisplayapositiveattitude(point-1)towardsflight,the

highestpercentageoftheJapaneserespondents(60.3)was,ontheopposit,

characterizedbyanegativeattitude(point-6).WhichimpliesthatJapaneserespondents

tendtorejectanykindofflightbehavior,regardlessofwhoisdisplayingit(oneor

一120一



Hafsi:ValencyandCulture

manymenbers).AstotheVietnamesegroup,theywerelesscategoricalintheir

reaction.Fortheytendedtotoleratetheflightbehaviorwhenitisdisplayed

collectively(item7),andrejectitwhendisplayedbyonlyonemember(item8).

Table9.ResponseMannerintheFirst

FightItemByEthnicGroup

Table10.ResponseMannerintheSecond

FighyItemByEthnicGroup

Response

Manner

EthnicGroup Response

Manner

EthnicGroup

Japanese Viernamese Japanese Vietnamese

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

7(5.1)

1(0.7>

12(8.8)

70(51.5)

25(18.4)

21(15.4)

23(7.7)

6(2.0)

47(15.7)

192(64.0)

3(1.0)

29(9.7)

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

20(14.7)

2(1.5)

4(2.9)

20(14.7)

8(5.9)

82(60.3)

139(46.3)

2(0.7)

7(2.3)

46(15.3)

00(0.0)

106(35.3)

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparenheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

DependencySituation:AscanbeseeninTable2,inspiteofthesignificant

differencefoundbetweenJapaneseandVietnamese,thetwoethnicgroupssharein

generalthesamepositivetendencytowardsdependencysituations.owever,a

comparisonoftheirreactionmannerrevealssignificantdifferences.

AsindicatedinTable9,whilethehighestpercentageoftheVietnameserespondents

(37.3)reactsactively(point-1)tothestimulus-situation,thehighestpercentageof

Japanese(47.1)reactsratheremotionally(point-2)(x2(5)=113.8,p<.0001).

However,asindicatedinTable10,thiskindofdifferencewasnotfoundinthe

caseoftheseconddependencystimulus-situation.BothJapaneseandVietnamese

(68.9and63.2respectively)reactedsimilarlytowardsthestimulus,thatisemotionally

(point-2),butwithastatisticallysignificantdifference(x2(5)=13.5,p<.01).

CooperationSituation:Asdiscussedabove,Table2doesnotrevealqualitativebut

ratherquantitativesignificantdifferencesbetweenthetwoethnicgroups.Bothof

thegroupsdisplayedapositiveattitudetowardscooperation.Thisfindingsupports

Bionhypothesesthatworkgroupmentalityisalwayspresentinthegroup,evenif

itisofteninhibitedbythebasicassumptiongroupmentality.

Moreover,acloseinvertigationofthesedifferencesbetweenthetwogroups

revealedfurthersignificantquantitativedifferences.AsindicatedinTable11,a

comparisonofthetwogroups,regardingtheirreactiontothefirstcooperation
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Table11.ResponseMannerintheFirst

CooperationItemByEthnicGroup

Table12.ResponseMannerintheSecond

CooperationItemByEthnicGroup

Response

Manner

EthnicGroup
Response

Manner

EthnicGroup

Japanese Vietnamese Japanses Vietnamese

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No‐ac

80(58.8)

4(2.9)

46(33.8)

2(1.5)

2(1.5)

2(1.5)

71(23.7)

11(3.7)

212(70.7)

3(1.0)

3(1.0)

oo(o.o>

Ac-ac

Ac-em

Ac-id

No-id

No-em

No-ac

91(66.9)

2(1.5)

39(28.7)

ooho.o>

3(2.2)

1(0.7)

123(41.0)

21(7.0)

150(50.0)

00(0.0)

5(1.7)

1(0.3)

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparenheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

Note:Valuesrepresentfrequenciesand

percentages(inparentheses).The

statisticalsignificancelevelisindicated

inthetext.

stimulus-situation,revealedthatVietnamese(70.7)tendedtoidentifycongnitively

(point-3)withthestimulussignificantlymorethanJapanese(33.8)(x2(5)=59.7,

p<.0001),andthatthepercentageofJapanese(58.8)thatreactedactively(point-1)

tothestimuluswashigherthatthatoftheVietnamese(23.7).Thesamesignificant

differenceinthereactionmannerwasfoundbetweenthetwogroupsregardingthe

secondcooperationstimulus-situation(x2(4)=28.5,p<.0001).Thatis,thehigest

percentageoftheVietnamese(50.0)reactedcognitivelytothestimulus,andthe

highestpercentageoftheJapanese(66.9)reactedactivelytothesamestimulus.

Thisfindingseemstobeconsistentwiththeresultsofothercross-culturalstudies

onwork(MOWInternationalResearchTeam,1987).

Inordertodeterminetheeffectgendermayhaveonvalency,maleandfemale

respondentswerecompared.However,nostatisticallysignificantdifferenceswere

foundwithingroupsandbetweengroups.Thisfindingdoesnotsupportthe

commonstereoytpicconceptionofwomenasbeingmoredependent,andmenas

beingmoreactive(fightvalency)forinstance.

CultureorValency?

Theresultsdiscusseduptonowrevealsquantitativedifferencesandsimilarities

betweenthetwoethnicgroupssurveyedinthepresentstudy.However,theydo

notprovideuswithinformationconcerningthedeterminantfactors)ofthese

results.Inotherwords,wedonotknowwhetherthesedifferencesandsimilarities

aretheresultsorculturaldifferencesorvalencydifferences.

Therefore,a2-wayANOVAwithculture,valencymean,andvalencytypeswas
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Table12.TheEffectCulture,Valency,andTheirInteraction

Stimulus-Situation

Pairing Fight Dependency Flight Cooperation

Culture

Valency

Two-way

0.04

18.23***

499***

5.37*

5.20**

0.51

0.42

11.25***

2.26**

7.99**

7.97***

0.30

1.4

57.7***

2.0

Note:Valuesrepresentmeansquares.

*p< .05,**ptool;***p<.0001

performed.Table12summarizestheresults.Asindicatedinthistable,asignificant

2-wayinteractionexistsbetweencultureandvalencytypeconcerningpairing

(stimulus-situation)mean(F(3)=12.5,ヵ 〈.0001),anddependency(F(3)=4.8,ρ

.003).Regardingfightandflight,nosignificantinteractionswerefound.Inthe

caseoffight,therewasaseparatesignificanteffectofculture(F(3)=4.7,p<.03)

andvalencytype(F(3)=4.6,p<.001),withthelatterbeingmoresignificant.

Similarly,itwasfoundthatflightwasalsoaffectedseparatelyandsignificantlyby

culture(F(3)=6.9,ヵ 〈.009)andvalency(F(3)=6.9,Y〈.0001).However,itis

noteworthythatherealsotheeffectofvalencytypeismoresignificantthanthatof

culture.

Hence,weknownowthat,whetherinteractivelyorseparately,cultureand

valencydoinfluencetheperson'sreactiontoagivengroupsituationasmeasured

herebytheRGST-Abscale.However,thedatadonotprovideuswithfurther

informationaboutthenatureoftheinteractionofthetwofactors(cultureand

valency).Therefore,wecanspeculate,basedonBion'stheory,thatitisvalency

whichdeterminestheindividualandgroupbehavior.Comparedwiththecultural

effectwhichissecondary,thevalencyeffectisaprimaryeffect.Inotherwords,we

cansaythatbeyondculturethereisvalencyasaprimarydeterminantfactor.

However,thevalencyeffectissometimes,dependingontheprevailingvaluesand

norms,culturallyinhibited.Obviously,theeffectofcultureonvalencyisnot

limitedtoinhibition.Theculturaleffectconsistsalsoinregulating,facilitating,

rationalizingoridealizingthebehavioralcontentofvalencyaswell,dependingon

thehistorical,socio-economical,andpoliticalconditionsandsituations.Further

speculationontherelationshipbetweenvalencyandculturegoesbeyondthescope

ofthepresentstudy,therefore,Iwillconfinethusmyselftothisbriefdiscussion,

hopingthatfutureempiricalresearchwillshedlightonthisquestion.
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