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221 Jane Littmann: ••••• When I was talking with him about h is topic, I asked him if 
222 there would be anything to help introduce the topic, and he said, "The less said, 
223 the better." Here's Pete. 
224 
224 Peter: A couple of preliminaries: one, just to make i t easy and pleasant for you, 
225 there's an outline in roughly the order in which I'm go i ng to deal with some topics, 
226 so that will help you orient. Number two, I'm glad that Joe went half an hour ago, 
227 because he's going to make me sound very reasonable and conservative, which might not 
228 otherwise be the case. 
229 
229 Let me tell you how it all began. [laughter] A year ago , I gave a talk on the 
230 mind-body problem, and afterwards, during the question p eriod, Bill Plotkin said, 
231 "How did persons originate?" That was kind of a stoppe:r , and what I said was, "I 
232 think that to give an answer to that, you would need an ex post facto formulation. 
233 And that sounds like a good topic for next year." Well, here it is--next year--and 
234 that's my topic, and that's how it started. 
235 
235 As you can see from the outline, I'm not just going to 't.alk about ex post facto 
236 formulations. To a large extent, I'm going to talk about origin questions, and 
237 I'll use the ex po$t facto formulations to give us some entree into some more 
238 general problems of understanding people and their behavior and the world. 
239 
239 The first thing is, we do ask origin questions. We do ask questions of how did it 
240 begin, how did persons originate, how did language orig~nate, how did behavior ori-
241 ginate, how didlife originate, how did thought originat e , how do concepts originate? 
242 We also ask where do they come from? where do concepts come from? where did life 
243 come from? where did persons come from? where did Desc r iptive Psychology come from? 
244 We do ask those kinds of questions. Some of these ques:ions lend themselves to a 
245 simple historical account. We answer the question just by giving an account of what 
246 happened over time, and there's your answer. The interesting ones don't. Character-
247 stically, with the interesting origin questions, there' s something peculiar about 
248 the question how did life originate, how did people orig inate, how did language 
249 originate? And that peculiarity carries over into the answers, including that we 
250 have a hard time generating any answers. Part of the peculiarity appears as soon 
251 as you even describe the phenomena without trying to exp lain them at all. It appears 
252 in the form of reports that say, "X changed into Y," or generalizations that say, 
253 "X's change into Y's." We can paraphrase the origin-type question as, "What was it 
254 that changed into X?" "What was it that changed into Y?" What was it that changed 
255 into life? what was it that changed into language? wha t was it that changed into 
256 persons? That's the nature of origin questions, that you can ask them in these 
257 various forms. 
-258 
258 This last one, "What was it that changed into X?", is one that should tickle our 
259 consciences. As soon as you put it in that form, red f lags go up. The red flag 
260 -ays that there's something wrong there, there's a rocky road ahead if you keep 
261 going. 
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You get your first taste of that rocky road when you start trying to explain how or 
why something changed into X. Take a classic example, and it really is classic, and 
many of you are familiar with it. This is Allport's theory of functional aut onomy. 
Allport was concerned to affirm that persons acquire genuinely new motivations in 
the course of their lives. The contrast was psychoanalyt ic theory, and he was reacting 
against that-- which implies that people do not change t heir motivations in the course 
of their lives; they only change the means whereby they t ry to satisfy their eternal 
motivations, or their unchanging motivations. His heuri s t ic example was the insurance 
salesman who joins the country club to try to increase his sales, and plays golf f or 
the purpose of increasing his sales of insurance, and f inds that he enjoys it, and 
later on plays golf just because he enjoys it. Playing golf just because he enjoy s 




































