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EDITORIAL 

PINS iaunchcd itself. in Scpte mhc r l lJXJ, with the following editorial briding: 
"Psycholugj in society is a journal which aims to critically explore and present 
ideas on the nature of psychology in capitalist society. There is a special emphasis 
on the theory and practice of psyclrnlngy in the South African context". This was 
followed by a 21) page editorial article outlining the context of the formation of thi, 
new journal and the role: it saw itself fultilling. This briefing was minimally. yet 
signiticamly, altered two yc;.irs later in PINS 3 ( 1985 ), by the inclusion of the term 
"apartheid" ;h a central defining feature of our society, and to register psychology's 
complicitv with this form of racial oppression. The editorial masthead now read: 
"Psychology in society is a juurna! which aims to critically explore and present 
idea, un the nature of p,ychology in apartheid and capitalist society. There is a 
-pe cial emphasis on the theory ;rnd practice of psychology in the South African 
context" 

The social changes of the early l '!90s, culminating in the first democratic elections 
in April 199-+. necessitated a re-thinking of our editorial masthead. Apartheid was 
officially no more, and South Africa had legitimately become part of Africa. 
notably xouthe r n Africa. PINS reflected these changes in its cditor ial hy lllaking 
two ,light, vet tc:lling, "additions". The masthead in PINS 18 ( !lJ(J-+) now read: 
'Psychulogy in socict~ aims to cr iticullv explore and present ideas on the nature ot 
p,vchologv in pn11-apartheid am! capit;t!i,t society. There is special a cmphusi-, 011 
the theurv and practice of p.,vchologv in the 10111/iem African context". 

These changes might <trike some PINS readers as insignificant and trivial, and yet 
upon reflection attest lU xornc impor t aut new dcvclopmcut-; In the early 19'!lls 
PI. ·s hall puhli-hcd a few articles 011. and from, Zimbabwe, documents from the 
health co nte r c ncc i n l\laputo ( vluzaruhiquc ). and hall received a number ot 
c nquir ic . frllm -out hc r n Afr ica r: countr ie«. Acknowledging this wider southern 
African coutc xt. a11d ah() 1>fteri11~ Pl'.\S :ts ;1 lorum for debates about psychology 
:1ml r e l.ncd i"11c, i11 the rc·gi<Jrl. w:1.s the rationale behind the change from "South" 
l<i ·,011thcr1i' .vtric«. The change from ap:irtheid to po.11-aparthL·id, might he seen 
;1, t n e m or e pr,,hkmatic al t c ra t uu: ·1 he editorial reasoning behind thi, 
mod.Iicatiun pe rt.un-; to the impact of nearly 50 years of apartheid on ordinar, 
people\ live-. and the rnntinuing effect that this i, likely to have well into the years 
of the P'"h1p:1rtilcid s"uety. 

The pa,t two ve ar-, h;1ve witnessed m;1nv sul1'l;rntial change, and re-alignmen1' 111 
all ,phere, of ,oci:d life. ranging frorn the macro-<.:c<,r10mic to the n1i1111tia.: of civil 
"'c·ict\ l.cgitm:;,cv and ncdihilitv h;,, c"mc t" the m,"t 11nlikelv ul soc·1al actur,. 



and even erstwhile foes of the anti-apartheid forces' Psvcholngv has also had it, 
day, with the formation of PsySSA in January 1994. The task now facing 
psychology is to build a national "society", "association". "movement" from the rums 
of the divis ions sown by apartheid. The beginnings of the re-constitution of 
psychology were evident at a PsySSA Publications Committee meeting held on 1-+ 
September I 'llJ'i. The purpose of this PsySSA meeting was to discuss publishing in 
South African psychology in general. and more specifically the existence. support. 
and creation of journals. 

Two important issues emerged from this meeting that have a direct bearing on 
PINS. Firstly. a commitment was made to encouraging a vibrant writing culture ir: 
South African psychology, while at the same time developing and assisting "new· 
writers. PINS has always sought to do this. but with varying succe-,-; The second 
issue relates to the support and strengthening of viable journals and o t h e r 
publications. Currently. neither academic psychology. nor Ps~·SSA have the 
capacity to support a whole range of journals. and hence careful consideration 
needs to be gi\'en to the launching of new journals. or other publishing venture, 
The PsySSA Publications Committee is presently trying ascertain what range ol 
publications - journals, newsletters. in-house magazines - exist. so that a coherent 
response can he forthcoming about what kinds of publishing projects Ill suppmt. 
given anticipated overlaps and omissions. Clearly. this information has significanc·e 
for PINS as it continues to define and refine its intellectual focus. 

Thinking of a time when South Africa is no longer "new". but just plain. or di n:,r, 
South Africa. when all the post-apartheid euphoria and r ainbowo-ity has died 
down. and the serious realities of social reconstruction become our regular 
political and intellectual fare. the Pl!\'S editors realised that the "editorial 
tinkering" of the last few year, would not secure the long-term direction of the 
journal. Spurred on by the need to locate PINS in the future-oriented concern, of 
the society. and the context of re-alignment evidenced in the formation of Ps)SS.\. 
PINS has. 1·/'t again. refined its editorial masthead to read: 

Psychology in society (Pl!\'S) aim, w [ost cr u socio-historical 1111,l critical t/i,·un 
Jil'T5{J('Clil'I'. /,I' /r1C1/1i11g Oil the th corv ii/Id praciic« o( f'S\'din/ogr in the southcm 
African c, 1111nt. 

It is contended that this, new editorial statement captures much of our puhlish1n.,: 
history since the journal's inception in 191,:S, as well as adapting to changing social 
conditions 111 the societv br oadlv, and within the (re-) organisation of ps\Cholog1 
nationallv. The "xucio-histo ncal" torns allows us to concentrate on the historica] 
determinant, of psvclwlogical rc':iiities post ap.m he u], while at the ,amc time· 
casting the 11l't wider than loc.uirn; everything within the framework llf apartheid. 
We maintain and re-affirm our critical and theoretical stance 111 the anailsis "t 
psychological is,ues and practices, while welcoming empirical work that bear, on 
these concerns. We considn these· cdu orial changes a, nen·,sarv "Iine-tumnc. 
rather th:IJI :ts major n·1·isions. 



The articles in this issue of PINS all question various aspects of the practice of 
psycho log:,. We open with Hoh Young's carefully considered, and yet provocativ e 
article on "perversion". At a time whe n the influence of post modernism forces a 
certain relativism upon us with regard to our accounts of human experience, it 
miuht seem outlandish to invoke a moral dimension in discussions of sexualitv and 
th; practice ()f psychotherapy. Young has never been one to shy away from iough 
and unpopular questions, and hence he is not prepared to settle for the casv way­ 
out of "one person\ kinky, is .rnother« boring" type of anything-goes rationalitv 
In-read. he take, u, to the heart of matter in his discussion of "perversion" :,ml 
morulitv. Rc~ardlcss of whether rc.idcrs agree with Youngs formulations or 1101, 

we cannot ignore the debate about morality in psychology and psychotherapy, for 
much longer, on the pretext that we arc pursuing and practising "science". These 
arc crucial and difficu!t questions, and hence we would like to encourage readers 
to respond to Young's ideas bv debating these issues through the submission ot 
short discu-c.ion piece, to Pl"IS. 

Profes-.ional pwchologists arc otkn disdainful of what is derogatorily called "pop 
psychology", where the "pop" stands tor bad, rather than popular, accessible, am! 
jargon-free psychologv. The neg:1tive attitudes to "pop psychology'' tell us a grc·at 
deal ab.rut psychologists' arrogance, insecurities, and protectionism, than they do 
about the inherent problem- "f "pop psvclwlogy". Lindy Wilbraham subjects a 
popular magazine's advice column Ill a detailed discourse analysis. lier concern is 
kss with the "pop psyclwlogy'" "f the advice column, and more with the kinds ot 
psychological discourses that are identifiable in the substantive details of the 
advice given. Wilbraham is interested to interrogate the vicw(s) of relationships 
that emerge from the advice column. There arc many other avenues where 
psychological knowledge is given popular expression that could well bear analy,is 
along the lines suggested by Wilbraham in her critique of an advice column. 

~loving rrum the "pop" to the popular. the article by Schlapelo and Terre Blanche 
pr c se nt-, the r e-ult-. of their in ten iew-, with a range of ordinary people on the 
que sunn of psycho111etric testing. It is clear that the "formal face" of applied 
psvchol,,gy that most people experience: is in being tested. It would he interesting 
to know 1, hat percentage of the population have nut encountered a psychometric 
test ol some sort by the time they reach adulthood. Sehlapclo and Terre Blanche 
didn't set out to addr cv- this question in their interviews, hut rather to sec what 
view, people do have of t e xt x, and being tested. The critical perspective in 
[hych,,logy is frequently di-nu-o.ivc of p,ychological testing for reasons varying 
frum the unreliabilitv ol manv "f the instruments to the dehumanising experience 
of being "tested". There are Sllllle unexpected responses from Schlapelo and Terre 
Hlanche, intervicwcc-. which fllrcc: us to question some of received views about 
the testin~ movement. 

The final article in thi-, is--ue of PINS disrnsses some of the recent documents am! 
official reports 011 mental health policy. Yogan Pillay and Melvyn Freeman - two 
central figure, tr orn the ranks of psvcholllgy involved in mental health policy 
coruextuali-,e the debates pertaining to policy formulation over the last five ycar-. 
The v discu-,«, in detail, the range: of organi.,ational inputs to the debates about 
what kind of me nt«! health p(llicv and pLrnning guidelines would best cater fm the 
need, 1Jt the maJ"rrl\ "r pellpk. I heir article is a krnd ot "nn\lhin~· v,n, nc·r 



wanted t<> k111Jw about what is happening. 11r 111ll happtllln!'. in 1he sphere 1>1 
mental hcultl: polin·. hut didn't know who to a-.k". l'illav and lrccman don't m1l\ 
provide a u-eful guide to quite c"ntusing debates. hut ah() ,1,ggest \\avs 111 which 
some of the prnhk111., facin!' 111,·ntal health pnlicv formulatilln might he overcome 

An elaboration of some of the detail and context of mental health p11lin i, 
contained in the first of the two brief conference reports. included in this issue <>I 
PINS. This is the report. hv Yogan Pillav, on the launch of the African Report ,>11 
World Mental Health. and on the Regional Conference on vlcntal llealth Polin. 
held in ( 'ape ·1 own, 2.'l-25 ( ktohc:r I 99:'i. The other conference hrieting. by vlar rin 
Terre Blanche, is the one-day conference on qualitative method, mganisl'd b:, >t,tll 
and students from the Department of Psychology, Univcrxnv of the Witwatersranc'. 
on 20 October I 99:'i, in Johannesburg. This event <ccrns set to become an annual 
"happening", ;1, the Second Annual South African Quutit.niv« .\f,·ihnd, ( ·u11ft're11c,· 
Tl l E BOl>Y /'()//TICS. is being advertised for 3 c\: 4 Se p te mhe r 19%. 1" 

Johannesburg ( ,ee advert in this i"11e ). 

SUBSCRIPTIONS AND Sl1BSCRIHERS. With the continual r i-«: in printrng and 
postage costs, independent journal> are par ricular lv hard-hit to keep the price r rl 
their copy down U11fortunateh. Pl'\S 21 sees a r i-«: in the cost of insti tut ionul 
subscriptions. and from Pl'\S 22 a rise in the subscription rate, tor indiv idua!». \\ e 
would like to encourage our readers to subscribe. and appeal to our cur r e n: 
subscribers t,> become DONOR Sl'HSCRIBERS bv contributing a.s much a, 1hc\ 
would like to afford beyond the rqiular subscription rate, so as to support the 
continued publication of what we consider to he an important contribution t<r 
psyc ho louv and related di s cusvio nx. \Ve thank those <uh-cr ibc r- who h av e 
gcnerouslv responded to our call for "donor subscr iption-.". 

HACK ISSt:ES. We are able to suppl\ the following back nu mhe r-: Pl. ·s 9 to 
PINS 20. 

Grahumc I l,11 ,·1 


