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When we were in Chile teaching this group of psychologists,
they kept emphasizing that their students really didn’t want
American social psychology. They saw American social psy-
chology as imperialistic. They had troubles using textbooks
from America because particularly radical students associ-
ated that with American imperialist policy. That was impor-
tant for us to get this perceptive and to get … new insights.
How cultural bias is implicit in American ideology … . In the
area of conflict, that is particularly important. It seems to be
obvious that culture has a very strong role in defining how
people approach conflict, and the meaning of conflict to
them. How they will seek to manage conflict, if they will seek
to do it at all…

—Morton Deutsch,
quoted in the autobiographical article in this issue.


