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INCULTURATION AND HERMENEUTICS

INTRODUCTION

Culture has become, in this 1last kit of the century, a

G
In the bi—g- and small conflicts around the world

oy oyl

privileged issue.

bhe:dzﬁﬁﬁ*“CUT€EE§E?%3’%mmnized,more or less consc1ously
e T s J ety «.\)
fundamental_ground R ' - e
Is There Lomtrg a Revolutlon from Cultures’
fae, B
Ve

Our question 1is ¥ the cultural groups can be acting as
revolutionary agents. (In the seventies F/Iao Tse Tung promoted a
"cultural revolution". Fn thi= case culture was an "clb(iect /Whlch was
supposed to be revolutlonlzed,}and the people were Areeducated :in
the new culture. {

Z (

Can(Wnlvert his pOSlthI’l ‘s from am Obj ect o &em A

become a subjecté),and act as a revolutionary pr1nc1ple,¢az force of

transformation e—% the general panorama of the political and

nationalw Can L;thac,ultural identity be elevated
el

to . a new theoretical value te justify a new international set of
rights/and a new political model?
?
This {@eubt is suggested by the recent improved sense of the
i 485
ethnicity., and the Téx® as cultural groups ef-anmy—type,.large as’less

W iy
numerous,a@e—imposu&g their rules «*:—)e-e&r——yet—eﬂeugh» programmed

-an@ established world<§ system of states and nations.

In fact the new fall of the Communlsm in the USSR apparently

was due to an upsurge and’ spark@a.—ﬂg of the o©Xd political states < beef

xisted, and were (aff;itrarily integrated/ iri{o_ne
S %
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2 Introduction
AT
juridical and ideological unityﬂthe socialist sov1et unlon/;>

,— - = &

But these previous a7d hlstorlcally recognlzed vnatlons @és

Poland,patv1a;L1thuan1a, Estonlav Czechoslovakia, Hungary etc./p
. )

were ﬂé%é&hgyf the true political and-alse=military forces which (i,
d}srquéa the long & —and police-controlled superpower.

: p o
Indeed they did not &= at rest after theix earned
j( p 2 . 4
independence7Thefﬂtruth%ﬂgg:§gza. when the new% liberated states (=s-

started moving from 1ns1de B2 dividing themselves “inj smaller
cultural entities, as<C:echoslovaki§HMoldaV1a Armenla,/Ukraine,énd
,ﬂ&w &:W‘N’\ ,y//m\)_ ! /»
others im—amd-eut=the USSR, as AlbanlarMacedonla,Yugoslavia¢mjlaé-71(
S /T//\,r/z:.} ‘
This movement iszrevealkﬁg:-whergk>the true force which has

<

2 (L o
overthrﬁwguan artificial whol%f; was--rooted.Despite of—=F] seriouss= vf
economicaﬂ,kechnological and social problems,tze ethnic and

¥4
i

cultural energies have stated an absolute priority in the ewvident

s Lo
race 4@ Ehe—people freedom. Fhese are the real constitutive bases

&7“A<7% %ﬂ%ua&é;
for reconstructing the states in a new concept of peace.
2 A Bt
—- —=FhisThard-werk- aim¢ to affirming themselves as dJdifferent-
;avué cd

and autonomous cultures 1n th%432me landgwhere other ethnic groups
wills G
dwe*t/ with and against theg/“recoverfﬁg their own identities.

v—--Is this the flrst shining model of technlcal revolution?

—_——

Bat the case of Yugoslav1a with se dlfferent regions and

=, . ==
groups \_flnvolved in jiggﬂzas: lrratl;;;I\;fE:—Ezzgé%/ﬁl1ltary
1

confrontation I/)érltance of atav1g é ger) 1s the most ama21ng¢;;L7gy
(4

example of ewe—day incompatibility dimeX%} cultures and their

o

respective ethnic identitiestt the same time/tﬁaha is a good

example of & political manipulation of the ethnic movement.
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J:I-@w—-efa'—r* Iﬁl@— ethnic " urgemey—coubde—sc acceptable in a
w i, B

contemporary order of nations, amd the international xelatiens—ef-
g i €y
the economicad and political world system? I~f not, how can}
(« transmit{/to the pluralistic set of cultural groupsC(some sh@
A el Vo, T yotmem. e
views that }e"c—&ﬂ’—s-t-ay—tMr in a political context wrt%h—t—he—

M%M

-and of friendly relations. keeping- €heir own

we-

bernefits—ef peace
peacsy

special cultural expressions and freedom atiwe?
This is the challenge{, of the growing consciousness of the

cultural identity and ethnic uniqueness, to the f&gh&of promoting

SPt; V”“[ “ t;»,c,z&@\ ey 9% Wc'd
& mutual understanding, -and—the=—conseguent_ /agreemeﬁ%-e#?;—a—

Q )
multiplieissyr—ef groups to be linked by common concerns, valuesg/and

some social and economical structures.
Agé& is ,the principal aim of the present book toeWe—are not

"‘m}a‘.’i&."‘ 1 e T

only the reecessity of creatimg bridges between
<t the different -groups at the complex and difficult levels 47”'(;{(’;
~y A >
. M

—wher€ —the——cemmon-. life pmt Ehém in, needed and &m@:&sﬁ;@

\ U ani, T rfgv&:\
contacts,a@@ without whém they could not survive. We—hope -we-canr—
AT ey (g ol el { ekt £}
geimg—on. to discover the trends te—build-them. mflaw - [w

If4he ethnic movement is, historicall¥s~an ethnic revolution,

we coutd Tot stop it, wehawve to accept iff and understand it/ and

make it a bit more human in its bad consequences.}No doubt, that”the

ethnic and cultural movement is the most M?ad
/"\r‘&‘”‘"‘;& MV s

2
concrete we can find in &= human history.iﬁuch more human and

h ™ J,f'"j\
complete than ewvery other sociological or phllosophlcal frame,\or
ideological model put—to—wesk-to organizg-the human kind: from the

s i

theocratic medel to 1mper1al er democratic,K —ene—
n
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As for all t_-he{fhuman limited/creations, the absolutization of

a unique point of View%,causes severe injuries to the neighbors who

fromv\multiple perspectives/ assert their own right to the life (It

. ey e okt .
will be a—reguisite to /veaeﬁ%l—l-&te the ng;smeﬁ with the
convergence) {of courge at different levels#% exclusivity with
] :
" &
£hé communication, éﬁe—autonomy with &£he sharing &£ essential
qualities of the whole.
It would not be a general and speculative problem if the

situation we described was bound to some special circumstahces or
A'WW/ "—9@4&* L,(,'\«vf/\/vhw
arr aregof—the—earth.A rapid survey makeus—sure that Latin America

Wg g

presents @nf-grea‘&—pr-epgr.i;mn, the same problem as G—he—eee&de,nt.a.']__/

[.‘P’<-Q’<M Lt/“"f &F"K‘ (% )»Q

and East‘}/}gurope/ &H&—Afrlca) Ltche_,Nea-P—-East;/e—f—%s&a _and—so—many—

otherszConsequently we have—te—put the question in /svgm: general
formgwith ti;@view to tke humanity itselfy - speak—abovt t';he
problem of "inculturation" iﬂ% a general problem of aur human
society. Hewe, Wt e

S—S]1

DN

sand—we—Trave to develop gomre contentfehe this word/
i ? J—‘-—;(

the semantic aspect,put from the broader i{gcess of the activity

/
implieated in its living dynamics.

/%1;\ o w‘(.:
For this we must -have—a- deepétteeﬁeem our contemporary

society in its movement inte-itself.

not only from

-ty

“Besptft‘e Ce=1d , ew and impressive mass- med1a§and electronic %/

comunlcatlom»ea-ns——t—hat‘ apparently have spread an eveén net of
interests over aii—the population of this planet,,whrch put all men
Wl e,

in easy and immediate access to the news,good or bad7/of the whole %
[N
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Y
human kind,%we have the feellng that it ha@[not stressed the

uniformity se~ much as Hfad improved—tke- consciousness of the

differences and the pratse—of—+%he personal and collective

- . L/r [ =
creativity of the groups%ﬂe are not speaking causes:but is

g~ n =

enough to see it as symptoms.

P ¢ U..»\Zw/,

YTrom—the—othrer—side we are aware that the most important

JIRSS /I‘%

economica%’center; as the big industrial nationspNorth-american-
. (A /2
block /South american- cone/European Market(South Pacific-market- //

are progressing toward a worldwide balance ﬁhese global
organizations and great systems are so distant from the concerns of

every political state and the ethnic personality of the people
T F»J
that it would not bE’surprisé/g—contrary reaction on behalf of the

differences.

— (;.(ML}CJW
These distances are soiétfaage—as Montreal to Miami, Vancouver

to Gaudalajara, New York to Mexico City, ﬁcean City to AcapulcoAto
point omdy some of the Northern—éiock antithesis.
Ny S
In fact we assist -to a process of sharp opposition among the
human groups of different cultures who emphasize their own
2a A
Cq . ] S ! g i
idiosyncrasies, the design- of f@%&ng, familiar patterns and
traditions.

It is notorious that in Guatemala City a community of north-
L3 . sl e . L
american peoptre ,working there and havingbig economical interests,
—this Tation;are livimg in completely different aaneparated

. .
unitres, frequently protected by security guards and barbed
wire#.They have -their exclusive clubs,stores, educational and

, s ‘ )
health facilitiesgnewspapers/,ané—eeheruAﬁé this situation hkas not
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¥ s

A &
the aim to—a polltlcal domlnatlongor ter affirm/ some national
superiority;themr we —deduce 45 only a cultural and ethnic
&w\—-«'\a s
phenomenon et —to—~<tmpose—among— themselves fgﬁd defend/ﬂj their
typiteat—and traditional american pattern of life. 7l
/\./A = P e -
——=Tfre example <an—be easily repeated the

English community in Belice,cf the american group in Honduras,/énd

. - .
the american -Zone in Panama. ,
- ot et

Ehe ;eciprocal interrelatior’ does emerge and is <spread

LA
through &#& the hnations ﬁo&;a;.:&f—imnigrant groups in America and
JYC oy arv
Europe.% ,good example?® ‘4e~ the community of Salvadorians in

Washington [of Nicaraguans and ef Cubans in Miami (and SO on.

()\ A~ ) P
JIf—we Tompaxre. this mew phenomenorny/ with the old problem of

ethnic ideals among the dmmigrant groups ef the beginning‘% or thke '
i "-4{/“1:‘41"{/-4-&-1
1”.03—3:’\_&;,> of this century, we—ft-ﬁd a—%fery—rreWTharae—*;erLTheﬁe new groups

/ (%gﬁ_k_,_)
scattered in immense and strange territories,/ln cities (0f many

millions -of—poputations,are not ready to forget their national
Ar
roots, amd— not only kthey oppose <« systematic dispersion,/they

i
positively fight to stay together and perpetuate their originamy

mopde and commemlife.

no
Fhe 1nd1v1duals a;r;e movmg— from arplace to another, from one

city to another search jobs, but ¢ 1atef/—wtheyrelate with a

)
community of their own group.They change place/but €0 not change
community .\Their involvement with the economiea: problemi Aol
\ A 75"-‘ /
training, \jobs health& the host nation ;open@ recognizes and
apprec:.at//“ support§ and the opportunity ‘cf /f\ a better life,but

. A :
at the same time theyhnot become open to his new style of
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relations,\\moods, foodjand general values.Realdy-they do not—xreach any
/

Baaand

changes in their former identity Atradltlonal culture/\ln what we

7y,

define W—H,—h(a- wer:vé;‘zb their "design of living".

This new phenomenon of ethnicity exploded after the seventies
S Lot
-(when many millions of people in the south <f Asia wen eur<from—
v Condrdd
V{letnam, Laos 1Ca—mpe&ehea>and a——%orb——e-f—t—hem reached Los Angeles,

7
San Francisco,and other c1t1es)a:p:? before mheﬁ—bh&chlnese pee»p-f—gM
by K
WERC to Ta14wan to build a new nation \Africa too 6_wh——_/a—_;arge—-
s In
Sfu~2-* history of similar migrations. M%—hﬁrg—oﬁ our days ng the

P
Eritreans goimg to Yemen, the Albanians goipng to Italy, /\the

Macedonians im-different Balkan nations.

Lrt becos
No doubt that—= these groups get———::he consciousmess of their

ety T
particular situation and are aecuainted—ef acceptimg the rules and

e gifts of the nation who received them,?éut they bring with

el Wy
then a true nationality a®& can_hnot renounce to—it.
= Cu} Cerm—s 2o
¥> 1s not a superficial phenomenon, it—faces e the reality of
o2's
the human being itself as deeply influenced in his daily existence

I . _ -
éby the experience,\mind, tradition, e means of expressing "‘@?

2 * i .
thoemselves _givern to—+tFe individual ky—= concrete human kinship.

A
Ethnicity de=g 51gn1fg culture, customs jdesign of life /iimglly

ey ame AEN “ v %g
llnks7w1th the groumh—rs roots in ether countrg,f:baﬂt,mere 4

afd—more, differentiatezé/ every small community and t#Ee true

Ty
nations from the neighbors among whom they are dwelling. Fhat is

A WA
what=we. call a cultural pluralismﬂa—chafaci;e.rwum

for our contemporary world context.
o

ﬁ?lmmedlate reaction to this situation,—+t—seemsy, could be
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an inevitable ethnocentrism and & fragmentation of ke political

states in a progressive process of multiplication of groups in
/MA 4/"0
which _everybeody defend £&=%r particular interests.Each eme would be AJv(

7

; o BT | . . .
cencermed in brg/brlglnal interpretation of the world and in
Y

maintaining k¥ exclusive point of view.>
A

“Ared this is tBe the conclusion drawn by many observers ef this

impressive wave of changes,and the understandable attitude of
i 7 d 4 s

' ! iES j i ~4Jf%easec=q;é4=a ] 1 p&%%[
dlstrust}‘bp051tlve rejection, and ——2= 1mpossibid=

reconciliation.
=2 —wi '-717%1» L( s

But this dedue%&fﬁrﬁmr%hiﬁk—is—net.reasonablg:qonsequent If we

7k“~uI9 it
consider this—=eatity in its conscious dimension we have—te make

some obvious distinction® between tbe ethnicity itself and the
2B}
political action that can follow.The ethnicity,the identitytke

culture of a grouei;are tidzegs difficult to be conceptualizeﬂ;but

L Moy . . Lrfen e
everybedy understand that are not ideologies t@:speak:abggtf as we

refergs to a political party, En institutionalized movement /an army,

]

a sociological movement*mr a philosophical conception of the
citizenship.

Some:Eime~E§e culture can become a flag to attract the support
of the individuals on behalf of a national cause{apparently duetbut‘?

N
really manipulated bx) a politigzjgr military party or

government .Then it is used as a natural force to striAe against

other groups or nations.The natural sense of unity and

B Ve \/v‘z;_
responsibility to the members of & community is twisted to—the

aggression by the corrupted intentions of a powerful elite.Th=n

Uinn frel
a spontaneous phenomenon of autodefense is convertedfgo an abstract
—_— "\
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and inhuman plan of an ideology.

- N\
A

Ethnicity is not an ideology,but a consciousness,@n historical
2 A

=

background which seme times can involve ideological elements
together with some other ef utopic content,as clearly exposed Paul
Ricoeur in his Ideology and Utopia.Culture is only the "epiphany"

e
of the ethnic consistence;is a construction of the self and is not
A~

related for itself to t¥é aggression or to &l violence.ZIs "gl'_r\ei way
yy)
of life much more intense, ’
O%“tﬁ‘g W -
Ereomth3s-—platform of consciousness we ﬁ:ae‘?eé"cc move toward tThe
C sl ﬂL‘%{/M
understanding gf£ differences lhoplng we wikEr find—the possibility—
LV é ~
Of—seeing a human dimension which Let us Cseek £oxr a more general
level of leae=sisms “ethnic pluralism.\We search for a upgth—fgﬁe; 7 Le

ollective, idlaloglca% than any ideology.

sEretelrTg a unity ower—the—plurality .In this sense we hope to

build a bridge among differences} not against; but as =& natura}%}
complemen%@ver ep& ethnic dlverSJ.ty;_hz national unity as a link

that relﬁ{)upon = 1ntellectual,( moral, /and soc:.al/mo reach
[
agz’ higher convergence

This is® the present bock—is—principally.
/‘u . . . 0 »
coméermed .How can a&y important cultural, technical, juridical and

o~ \
economicel elements be busEE——ae~= convergent/aim for different

ethnic groups and cultures/ without that wccu;ﬁ’%tgntzy forsaking
gl
their own values or betray/gﬁeqtradltlo@of—the identity.That=is
/LW’\—V)/

,;5 negat :Lvel expresse@ 7whatW" inculturation"

z
—-—=—Fhat=s—to _let people be attracted by «theev-efy human ard >

__’/" ‘1—»— 4
@/_}prlnc1ples (at least in some major degree)t;e——‘ehe}d-f—l—ﬁ“c—of
AN, SRRV o
assuming them, .aad—therefore—be—cTtnveyed—te a more complex
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community sharing more general goods, e:zepyh—‘ea-me The hlstorlcal
challenge,t‘:he—technlcal stress, or .th@ env1ronmental ndeﬁ}es:czi-lﬁf
“for

We did not invent the ethnic groups;simpty they are there<and

they—are growing despite all our predictions about a general

//"/\1714 L,“«/ )

culture and ?y spreading uniformity .Maybe-@men—are strengthening the ‘(a/w\ér»wé

s A R4
_intimate™——foints of their 1dent1ty(’t“o—/protect themselves,\the

meaningg of their culture/ to become more acquainted with their
4]

human interests,ens——ee.’l“he new reality is that tde ethnic groups not

/MW

—

only do exist but @ formally declare themselves are solseitous—

of their b‘emg and reeuest=the due f;m

We—krow—that the groups are regldy not more that seme sets of
- Ao 24 _
persons, B/ut they truly exist and, a® persons, are the subject’ of

+he fundamental human rlghts Our task da‘e.s con81st in understanding

i their extenmsierns and their limitations,hopp051tlon and continuity,
and thei# mutual cohesion that permifiss trough &8e "inculturation" ec.... ~,

" / i,
el I weavinglan unbroken ‘texture.

N
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