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CITAPTIR I

TNRODVCTION: TIF NATURE AVD DRSTINY OF AN FROM AUGUSTINE

70 FRTUD

Reintiold Tiebuhr, in a dlscussion of "Augustine's polite
icel realism," suggesis that the Tdshon of Hipro dAifferecd Trom
the claossieal philosovhers in that he leld a "%lu" ical, rather
ihen o rotionalistle, conception of humen sclfhood, with its

21T Temden 2 e A, TS -
evil being in € 5017,

oncillary conception of the scat o

-~ .' . - .' F i --Il . -'4‘ o - » e ﬂ - -.' L
s e deseribes Augustine as the Tirst great rgalist" in

glakr'e theme throughout hils extensive socizal and PO=-

14¢ical writings is that any adequate social theory mast bhegin

with o Pealictie arpraisal of hmmon liritations and votential-
'.' - . - - . -

ities.” crbert Dutt rfield, the Pritish historlan, 1S

ano her cloquen®t velee ol
satie evalunilon of man ean result in i°lusory and dangerous

ﬁ - s 8 -
soclal “heory.® The fact of human nature ca not bo omitted

e ] aamm « 2 nes o] Pyt D Yy 7] 49 gm
fron any discussion of Ihumon CESLLIYe

3 a

lneinhold THebuhr, Christian Realism and Follt ieal
rrobicns (lew York: Charies ScePibner’'s Sons, 1953,

Dhe Lol=e

21?.]-1.6- L] p“" e l-'l!i‘b

3rorbert Duticrficld, Christisnity and Mistory (Hew
-t - - . S = ¥ - P O

Torl:: Charles Serilner's 3ons), 1950 CLe 2lis0 uiter-
fieoldls Chrictionity, Dinlomaey and Mar (few Yorls: Abingdon=
Colkesbury Press, . 37
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for thae fact

dlscovrer thic conatan

nature and on thicce
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1oy ol

S0CLC T e he ide

g of hu
L and unlversal priunciples of

prineiples

hils eclarcie anglysis of the ecighteenthe

shows that they professed an equal

an nohure. David Tume wanted to

-, 2%
auman

0 base a reconsiructed

wethod Jor the philosopher-hisioricn,

os Becker obscrves, "wouid thus be the comparative mothod,
the strictly objectlve, induetlive, scicntific r o todn
leverthelena,y the Phillosophers of th: elghteenth
erntury did not cuploy this ideal nmethod. lontsaquieun made
the bravest appzarance of dolng so, but he was criticized
by Condoreect for beiung too enawored of the faetss he would

wve done bettsr if he had not bren "more occupied with
finding the rcasons for that which is than wi‘h *:'-e.e’.:in that
vwhich ought %o oe."5

The truth iz that the Phllocophers were no’ intercsted

in establichiang the rights suitabie to man'e nature on the
facte o human oxpericner, buf wero rather cngaged in the ne-

'
34

“arious entcerprise o

n truths alrcady,

woonth=contury [

o
~ase

”"Cﬂ.r" Le Docler,
Cntury
e 2 0.

9Tbide, De 101e

a2 body of Pevealed

Philoscnhers

£ roconecliling the facts of huzan nature

L

in some fashion, revealed to thems The

"nilosophers, lile th medleval Scholase

Imovledge, and they were

e

.u"f' 3
( Tew avens

Fishecntie

7 Traac, 1032),




3
uneble or unwllling to learn anything from history which
could not be reconclled with their Faith,®
In efeet, they deduced human nature from humon destiny.
The faith by which they lived, and in the light of whieh they
their facts, is what Carl Becker has pilcturesguely called
"The lTeavenly City of the Dightecenth-Century Philosophers.™
The essentlial articles of the Teligion of the Enlightenment
were four, a3 Becker enumerates them:

l. INan is not naturally depraved.

2 The end of l1ife 1s life itself, the good life here
on earil.

3. len is capable, gnided solely by reason and cX-
perience, of pcu'.a‘c:c:' ing the good 1ifc on carth.

by The first and es sential cordition of the good life
ia the freeing of ="rn' minds Tvom the bonds of ige

norance and superstitution, and o their bodies
fron the arbitrary oppression of social authoritics

Uith this crecd the "constant and wiversal principles
of human nature" mast be in accord. 3Iecker wriies:

They 1 bowr :.:r"".::*v- Flvely thot "men in general® is
natively good, ea,_hy enti '.:‘,mcd, disposcd to follow
reason il comUon Ser :s@3 gonerous and humenc and tol m'a.-;t,
more casily led by pel'ﬂhas.'.on than compellcd by forces

Deckor quotes Friestley,. "a gulie sane and sound Inglish-

L

man,' in his essay on government:

Thus, whatever vas the dbeginning of this uor‘d, the end
will be glorious .'.uu. paradis: :'LQC'I_, beyond wha® our
imaginations can conceive. Ixiravagant as soze =
suppose These views Lo bo, I think I cou’d show them to
he fairiy suggestod by the true theory of human nature,

61pid., p. 102
7Ipid., pre 102-3.
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ané to arisc from the naiural course of human affairse

But, lor the present, I walve this subjeet, the con-

tezplation of vhich alwvays makes me happy.e

Diderot writes that "nature wills that man should be
perlec E-.:i.blr;,“9 and this promize is the inspirat’on for ace—
Civitye

With a realization of the dangers implieit in any
generalization, we may say tha the Enlightenment, in direct
contradiction to its profession of recalisn, studicd hmman

destiny in ordcr to learn human natures. The wish was father

“his approach was not only important for later philoso-
phy (ineluding ihe philosophy of seience); ih was also ox=
revely InTluential in the subsequent history of socinlg
olitical, and¢ theological thought. The IFrench Revoiution
wvas onn of its products, as Murlke cogently demonsirates.iO
licrbert Spencer wvas surely anolher.it  Tdberal theology was
yot anothere

Here in Anmcrica, for oxample, Calvinism, alwvays the
dominant tradiition in American theology, was repniaced in the
nineteenth eenbtury by a liberal theology derived from German

' ﬁ
L]

i ido, Te 1"5‘5.

9Ibid., e 1’4‘9.
L0zdnama Durle, Refleetions on the French Revolution
(llow 7orliz Ee Pe Dutiion & COe, 193%)e

:’.13[ ™3 egede 3 Py P~ L 3 T P » - - - T e
Herbert Speneor, foc' ol Staties and ian versus “ae
state (lew York: D. Applcton & Co., c. 19157,




7]
philosophical id=alism: Kant, Schlelermacher, ilegel, Lotze,
Ritschl, Troeltsch. Thoush there were two poles in Cerran
idealism, the mystical, metaphysical tendency ‘oward panthe-
isn and the ethleal, soclal tendency tovard ‘:mz'.;:-m:i sm: or
positivisn, American theologlans genecrally managed to resist
e extremes and hold a fair bolance. The product was whe
clical liberalism of such ren as Horace Bushnell, George
Angier Cordon, William Iewiton Clarke, and William Adams

-
o

- .y = e . . =
mrowny wWilh the aceont on the 1iberalismete

e Shelton Snithy in "is recent boolk on Changing Cone

cecptlons of Original S5in, illustrates the tondcney among

- -

theological heirs of the Inlightennmaont to base thelr undere
stond ug of mman nature upon a prior conception of human
destiny.

Theodore T, HMunger was not nuch impresced by the human
nredicancnt. e was much more lupressed with man's copacity
2o conquer “he Tleshiy impulses and grow up in the divine
love .13

Towman Smyth saw "unmistalkable evidence of progress in

e history o7 mankind., There is a divinely determinsd evolue-

1 g - » - -y . v - ) - S fu -
-24.-;:_21. or [« Horton, "Systenatlec Thecology," Protestant

Thought in the Twentieth Contury. Fdited by Arnold S. Tash
lew York: lacmillan COey 1991), PD. 105=11.

-

3 o= - 3 " saw . y? e
1331, 3helton Spdth, Chonging Cone nilons of Oricinal
Sin (ffew Yorl: Charles ScFibneP's S0NS, 1997)g De ThC.
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tionary movement in human affaires which ie "infrustrable"
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]
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9 I32C 5 [ a4
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16_]:_1.32__@. s
17mid.,
10Ipid.,

19Ihid.,

Pe 170.
pPe 173-4.
e L76=7.
pe 180.
p. 189,
Ne 1924
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flot: all these theologlans arec cqually opiimistic about

zony but beecavee of their falth in roral prograss--or some
similor doctrinr—-thoy tended, as Swith points out, "to mag-
nify the growing goodness of man and o obscure the funda-

mental roots of hurzan siniulness."20

"Foral proprecs® was the heavenly city of the rineteenth-

~ 2
cenvury :11:50.1.0{-;::.:1':15."1

A wvorid war, a depression, and another world wvar did

s ]

mich o chake he complacency of those who rcad man?s nature
frorn assunmplilons conceraing his destiny. Theology was re=
called by catastropha o a serious reconslderaiion ot the

Christian doctrine of originel sin. IBu% long bafore the

eraching events of 191k = Viennese dootor nam=d Sigmun

Froud had begun Lo cas: doubts uron the optimistlic view of
man held by the ninetesnth century. Froud was 2 contomporary
of the '‘heologilians clited above. Bui in distinction from fhem
ne firmly bolieved that no lnowledge of man was available by
insight, intuition, or revelationj lnowledge, even hnowledge
of man himsel”, must proceed fron eupirical investigation.
Freud wrote several books on the fu'ure of civilizations bub

-
"

they followed, th:iy did not precede, a careiul inves igation

203p1d., De 197.

2lae, aiszo Jobn Beillle, The Dellel in Irogwess (lew
Yorl: Charles Seribner's Sons, L95L).

PRITZLAFF MEMORIAL LIBRARY
CONCORDIA SEMINARY

&FII - ~ gl _Louxsc m'




&
of man and "is na‘urce Freud reasceried the princinie of

realisns e s . wiiled the natvre of man before he siudied

This poper will begin with Sigrund Freud and his attempt

iyz~ the human predlicaren® without prior benefit of
1llusion. Thils is not to say tha: Freud had no illiusioinse
The significance of the TFreudian aprroach to man lies in iis
respret for the seienti’lc method, a method ideally capable

of weeding oul illiuslon in the long run and of bringing t

-y

-
A

S

Aght "he empirically verifTiable Tacise
The cmpharis in this paper will be on e leo-Freudians,
the "naycho-soclologlista" who made uze of Freud's meihiod and

in the cour=ze o thelr investlgations developed a co .cept of

human nui.tt-:e/ Padicnily different from his. "he continmuities

..
=

w9

be strezsed throughout, forthis pap is intended to ine-
dicate the simileritics and the giferences beivween the

ntific" heory of human nature whose s'udy Freud

£

initia‘ed and the tradiitional thcory of Christianity.

”
EY

Vhat is the concrpt of human nature and desliny whieh
hae bren developed by an integrat~d social selercey in partle
cular by psychiologisis, a’tempting to employ the inusighis of
all the =ocial secirncer in a study of man? Uhat is the sig-
1ficance of thic concent ~or bHiblical anthronology?
In addition to Treud, four major writers wilil be cone-
sidered. Xeren llorney in mony ways preecipitated the bacie

breal: wi'h Freud's Ybiologism." Erich Fromm tricd more




9
specifleally to relate the flndings of psychoanalysis to
man in soeiely. David Rlesman aprroached the csarme problem
from the s=tandpoint of 2 rociologliste. Tﬂob:-.w.'- ian de Grazia

- .-

bega: from That of a political seientist. DBoth have buen

rained in psych

|

atrye.

An atlempt will also be made to indicate the extent of
peycho=sociolopy's acecpiance in contemnorary social sclence,
by shouwing bo'h 1ts derivation and ite influcnce.

Finally, this paper will try to relate the findings of
noycho=soclology to the Christian under-tonding of man. The

theology of Paul Tillich will be suggesied as a possible




CIHAPTIR 1IX
3IGITUID FRIUD

Freud did not share the optimism of th: emntury
in which he waz born. The belief in the goodness of man
vhich characterized hlc age was, %o Freud, purec illusion.
Fan doma not tend naturally toward the good. Rather, man

has within hireself an aggressive instinct, an instinct

(o]

vard drath, the existence o” which both history and ciperie
ence atlest.”

he e¢volution of culfure. is thireforec not & proceszs

moving eternally upward a:nd onward. IFreud writes:

It ru=t pre~cent to uz the sirurgl: betwecn Lros and
Deathy betwoon the instinets of life and the instincts
of destruction, as 1t works itasell out in the human
gpecles, T-is struggle is what all 1ifec essentially
concictes of and so the svolution of civilizaiion may
be zivply descepibed as the struggle of tha human =pecies
for existence.<

In the mannsr of Hobtes, Freud stresses the basie hoss
tility betwrcn m'ne '"iomo homini lupuss; who haz the courage

to dispute it in the face o' all the evidence in his ovn li7e

loigmund Preud, Iow Introductory Lectumesion Psychoanaly-
siz, translated from The German by e J» Sprott (liecw .
We . Yorton & Coey Ce 1936)y pe 142. Will be refcrred to

hereafter as Hew Lecltures.

2:-_.11@:‘.1111(: Froud, Civilization and Its Discontonts, tranc-
lated from the German by Joan Riviere (iicw Yorlzs Jonathan Cape
& Terrlson Smith, c. 1930), pe. 102. Referrcd to hercafter as

Civilizn-ion,

31nid., pe 5.




Freud denicd itha

any particular |

leltan=c auvung, Lor

11

he was driven to this concluslon by

the Velt a\‘.r‘c‘ u-ung of DoY-

cchanung of scilence. Poychoanalyesle

choanalycis is" *he ta
has on-~ of 1ts owm,

"In reality psychoanalysis ic 2 me'hod

of investigatlion, an impartial ins*rument lilke, say, the in-
Pindtc~iral caloulus,"r

There is Tor Freud no other source of lmovledge about
the mnliverce thon the intellectual macsipulation of carefully
veriticd observatiors. o Imowledge can be obtal
revelation, intuition, or inspivaiion.? A Yeltansel
based on scicnce has essentlally negative characterilisiles:
14 Mindte 1ts0lf to truth and rejoots illucio c."0

Freud insistes, of courss, that sclence i1tself is no
illuszion. '"No, c2cienee i* no 1liusion. But it would be an
illv=io:: to sunrose that we could get asywhere clce what it

LG
ea 1ot glve uce ¢

This dogmatic certa

of sciconce can

Frouvd thoroughly

- -2
standing

of humnn desiing

.
Lhamae

Sigrund E-‘.t'e“L
the German by 1
-9?l") 9 “.
Lictures,
6Ibicl., ne 2k3

7I11usion, pe 98.

Urars)
M e

"l..

lrom

iy CO. 9 Ce
r-.

".‘ =i

-

inty about
be ques loned.

acecepted it.

he non=1llliusory characier

But thoe point here is that

Hence he rejected any undor-

not basrd upon an adequa“e appraisal

Future of an I!-u*"-on, wranslated
. HOD7On=-C0 % ronto: Clarke, Irwin
Relerred "o -'-cre" ~-aor ac I7 'lu-'-'?on.

Te FH?-
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of the emplricaily demonstrable ‘acte of human nature,.
thether or not Freud!s understanding o huzan na'ure i=
correct, h- did rever=e ‘hec trend toward rea=cning from
man's destiny to his na‘ure

farcen llorncy, the first of the lleo-Freuvdians to be
{reated in this papor, asser = that Freud's philosophy,
wvhich sten ed from his underasta ding of vhia' man actuvalily
ic, war pessimlistic. "Our=z," she writes, "with all its cog-
nigance of ths 1ragle element in neurosis, is an optimistie
one. "o

One of the tasks of thils paper will be to indlicate how

» aprroach which made Freud a pessinilst, tho psychoanalyti

anrroach to man and hiis problems, has made others, notably
he poychosociologiate, optinistic (or at lea-t relatively
ontinictic).

that vere the "facts" of humen nature, as determined by
=cience?

Treud was an inotinet poychologict. Te nover terminated
a discussion of human drives, inctitutions, or tendeuclesn

without an atlempt to relate them to some fundamental biologi-
cal instinet from wvhieh: they ultimately draw their strrngthe.
In {he course o working out hi- ocwn theory of incitinet-

and humon bekhavior, reud eventually concluded that there were

2
“Foren Tlorney, loumooic and Juman Growth (few York:
Tor

fony & cOo, 9305-’ De 3

r“




13
two major cla“ef of inrtincts: the ego=in~tincts and %he
cexual instinets.s Althoughn he had eorlier id-ntli'icd the
cgo~in~tinets with the uvrge towvard seli-pres crvation, his
lant formmlation reverces this decizion and oxplicitly
equates the ego-in: inets willh the inastinet~ toward deathe”?
From hirs ~tudy of repetition-compul-ion, Freud develop: d

ihe theory that.an instinet is a "'endeney i:nate in living
organic maticr impelling it toward the reinctatement of an
earlicr condition. Instinets are, in oth'» words, the cx=-
prescion of the conser ative natvre of living beingn.i0
Organic developzent iz therefore creditcd to external
forces. e evolution of the carth has 1ot an imprint on
he developurnt of ites organismecs DBDut e conser a‘lve ore
ganic in- inct- ave absorbed every one of threoe enforced al-
erations and have ztored ther up for repetition. The
instinets are not striving for crange and progress, though
thi~ ray be helr -~uperficial. appearance. They are actually

endeavoring to rerach an old goal by ways both old and newv.

Ultlmately, since the inanimate preceded the animate, the goal

of all life i= deathe As external influences ceused 1ife to
evolve farther and Tarther from its original -~tate of derath,

living cubsiance war compelled o talke more complicated and

z'.'ﬁg:fu..d Freud, De ond the Plea-urs Prineiple, tran~lated
from the German by & Je .i. lmDback (London: int rna.t" onal
P--yc’*o-ﬂn..l:,' iecal Press, Co 1.929), De 5% Cf. also llew Lec=
urec, ppe 140=-1,

0sipmind Froud, Deyond ihe Flearure Princinle, ppe Whi=G.



1
circuitou~ rout-= to 1lts gozl of drath. The phenomrna of
life which we obhserre arc ncthing mors than thece circuitous
moutes toward death.ll

The sexual instincts are alzo conservative, in that they
tend toward production of an carlisr condition of living zub-
stances but ‘hey ars alco lif'e imstine®e, prolonging the
journey throughout the courae of which life pres-es toward
death. BDut apart from the cexual lustinctsy there are no
others having ar 'helr objret a condition not yet attaincdé.
All others sirive toward the rein:tatement of an ecarlicr con=
dltion. jtated in another 'a ‘hiony 2ll non-rexual in-tinects
are death in-~tinct~ or "instinect: of aggresz:ion.”

In-tinets have a scource, and objcect, and an aims Thelr
sovrce is alwuay- excitatlon within the bedy. Their object
may br &' ained in the subject'=z own body, but is usually an
out~ide objoct,. "he aim of the instinets is always to remove
the excitotion. In the course of its path from source to aim,
ar instinet bheeomes operative mentally.t3

Were this proces. perrit' ed to oprrate in the mechaniecal
fachion which Freud describes, the complications which mar
huzen exlstence would not set in. But thers ars forces tending

to block the inctinet from the realization of its aim,

llIbid.’ PDe %-8-
12Ibid., ppe L9-51.
1311'3\&,1.'.30'&.111-@'-., PDe 132=3.
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One is the super-ego. 7The supel-cgo iz a =nlit-off
poriion of the ego, an observing funetion scparated from the
rest of the ego in the coursze of the ego's norma?! developw-
nents One of the actlvities of this funetion iz conviction
and tuniﬂhmeni.lk The suprreego reprezente the entire cor-
pue of morality's demands. Conscience 1 a part of the
SUDEI=CHO e

Note tha® conseience is romething within usj but it has
not been in us from the beginning. It i~ not a "matural
Imowledge of the law," for example, divinely implanted at
birihe omnll children are in fact notoriou-ly amoral, The
role wvhich the -uprr=cgo 1- to play later iz taken at first

by the parents, who grant proofs of af“ectlon or threaten

3

punichrent, loss of love, a= the consequence of cerfain
tyne: of behavior. DBuit later the external restriction: are
introjected, ‘0 that the -uper-ego takes "he place of the
parental function. Then the ~"uper=cgo become "not merely
the legatee of parental authority,” bul "actually the heir
of ite boﬂy."15

Without going any further into the theoretical assunpe
tions impliclt in the concept of the “up r=ecgo, We past on
o Freud's idca of ii{s activity. The super-ecgo is ‘he

vehicle of the ego-ideal, by which the ogo mea*urcs it=elf,

lh.Ibid o5 DD flimbo
15Ibid., v. 89.
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toward which it s rives, and whosc demands for e cr-
increa ing p-rlfection it i~ always ondeavoring to fulfill.ld
It compllicater the tasks of the ego by giving it 2 third
master to scrve. The ego serves first of all the id, from
vhich it has been modified by its proximity to the external
vorld. Dut it sorve= alco the external world, modifying

s -
§

the demands of the id in accord with the "reality-principlic.”
Yo put it in another way, the ego has the task of finding
way: for the i1d to satiafly its aims without contradicting
the harsh faets of external reality. Vhen a third master,

the super-ego, is iniroduced, and the ego is now compelled

to satlsfly three conflicting “ets of demands, thove from the
external world, the supcr-cgo, and the id; the hard-pressed
ego may develop enwiobyel?

The id is amoral, th" ego strives to b2 moral, the super—

ego is hyper-noral. 3ince the id iz the -~ource of the in-

~tinets vwhich the ego must accomnodate and the =uper=ego
tend- often toward violent opposition to “he libidinsl id
urges, the ego is in an uncomfortable position, buffeted by
% ru et -4 Tl ¥ o - 2 - - :!.8 l’:"nir- - nr -d
hostilities and open to varied dangercs. Thi=, for Freud,

is the very root of anxieiye

16Ibid., Ppe 92-3.

171vid., pe 106. Cf. al-o Sigrund Freud, The Igo and the
Id, tranciated from the Gerian by Joan Riviere (Tondon:
TTogarth Press, e. 1927), tn. 82-5.

Lrigmma Freud, The Ero and the Id, pp. 79-80.
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Freud developed at Leas’ two theorics of o xic’ye-?
Tu’ he nover changed his e=nential concluion ot neurotic
anxi ty is alway= co nrcied with the rendering unusable of
a given guan ity of 11bido .20 Originally he had held that
un=atisfied 1ibido, tha' i+, undisc arged cxeiiation, wa-
tranasforned directly into anxicrty. - Later he r::of.:?.'.'iécl hia
theory to malze anxic'y a caure of instinet repression. An
in-“inct 1is repressed becauvse of the belief that nunishiment
will Zfollow its -,'_e,rﬁ-'.i;.‘ica-!'ion. Ireud went cven farther than
led tha' which is feared., Tic small boy
vy hi~ father as a contequence of his
1ibidinal urge toward his rother. Girls, vho can't have 2

fear o castration, fear insteod the loss of love., The two

(%)

factors have a cox on root: thoy are both ulbtimately fear
of separation fronm the mother, a repetition of th+ original
birtheanszlety. L

Psychoanalytic therapy according "o Freud procords from
ding o the two ways in which anxiety erises. It
may be called forth as a signal of an earliecr daiger <ituation,
that is, from frar of an emergence of a irauratic factor

(birth-anxtiety), or it may come directly from trauratic

19Compare Sigrund Freud, She Problem of Anxieiy, ‘rans-

lated from the Gorman by Henry Alden Bunicr (few ¥
llorion & Coey Ce 1936) and I'ew Lec'urcr, lecture IV,

20110y Locture i, De 115

§1I'b1d., Dpe 119-22. Compare "ho Problem of Anxiety,
PPe 73y Ul=e ¢
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factors, oc when the ego come:
eeassive 1ibidinal drmand., To

may be the direct effect of a
a =ignal that a traumatic Tac!
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\hnt 1s the purrose of 1ife? Frcud's answer:
apparently there i nonne Perhaps there 18 not even the
right to ask thie question, for it presupposss a balief in
the suporiority of the human raec, and Freud's biological
icw of man makas such a boliaf untenable,
Froud profors to answer & less arbitious queacions:
vhat Cons “ho behavior of men indicate ‘he purpose of thelr
“idves 0 br? And this Le can answer. Humen behavior indi-
cates hat happinesa 1 the goal of life. Man wishes %o be=
come happy and rewmain so, to climinate pain and experience
pleasurcs %The “pleacure-principic® which Freud finds

oporating cspeeizlly in the id draws up the program of 1lifats

vurponse and dominctes the operation of' the mental apparaius
from the bepl ning.

Dut the possibilitlies for happiness are linlted from
the outset by 1he mrman constitution. iappiness comes from
the satisfaction of pont=-up needss It iz by lts nature a
trancitory exporiences mon are only able intensaly o enjoy
contracts. lloreo.cr, suifering comes from the body itself,
rom the outer world in wiich the person is forecad to live,
an@ from the neceasary relations witi: other nmn, Jo

mumaniiy haz reduecd its domands for happiners, just as th

plearure-nrineiple it-ell chang s into the morec accomrodating

reality-principie under the influcnce of the external en-

vironnent .21"

oMgivizization, np. 26-9.
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Freud 4= completely none-cvaluative in =lz-tchi “he
various mrans for i attalneent of happines=. o sugge=%o
intoxication; the an ihilation of inatinets, a= in Yogis
~ublimation, “uch as the artistVs "joy in er r‘at:l.ng;"; 1iving
in a drram world, guldrd by illunion; or making love the
e nter of nll things and anticipating happine=~ Trom loving
loved. "But in a’l this, he concludesy there i-
no overign reelips vwhich sult: alls Each one munt ©ind for
hineelfl th: poarticuler mean” by which he may achieve

;ely epnarcnt thiat not all these route ar
op i to everyonr. ITxbornal rrality dmpo-es iimitations upon
cach individunl in iz quet® for happines=., Intoxicants may
be too exncntive, the indilvidual may not br arti=tieally in-
elincd or ¢ may not have ih# capaclty for er~duliiy which
P rmite others to find happiness in a c¢rrinin illusion. All
as ben already lmplied., DBut there is o~ additional
source of restraint upon man. That 1: culture, or civiliza-
tion, with =211 itsinjunctions.

Culture 1" Gesigned nrinecipeliy as o d-Tense arain
nature, This 1s its raison dleotre.?0 rante celf-cstoenm
cra-es consolation, 1ifc and the wnlverse must be »id of

n
their terrors, and mon's curlosity, pure and pracitical,

29Ibid., De WD
2@'-“3.1'131011,-.1:. 26e

{'\
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derand~ answers. Culture perforrs thrce task-.27 And 1%
i1- religion w-ich, traditionally, has been charged by cul=-
ture with the prinary rezpon:ibility. Nen have invented
religiou idea:, "illusions,” which nersist to the ecxtent
that thry catisly the human craving for securiiy and now=
ledge. Thr forces of nature are given the characteristies
of the "ather, they are transiormed into gods, in accord
with an infantile and phylogenctle prototype. "he godr exw
ercize the terrors of nature, reconcile man to his fate,
and make amends for the suffering and privation which
hat these throe major chores of the
godn are subjeet over time to a =hift in emphasi=. As men
gradunlly come %o rcecognize that natural phénonena develop

ol themselves from natural necessity, and that the gods

ck

themoelven are subjse’ to Destiny, their expectations con-
cenirate on the third task: morality becomes the proper

domain: of the godse 'he gods must adjust the defects and

j

evils of culture. The rules of culture are sirmmlianeously

clovated to divrine status and entrusted to the guardian hip

of the godse. That culture drmands becomes the divine. \-:ill.29

i
oo
°

271bid.,
281134.,
29Ibid.,

o ji e
°
L
o
e

De 31-2.

]
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1d 70 a rich ~tore of idea: is formed, with increa ing
projection of justics into the future a- men keep looking for
amelioration of thelr plight, and 2n eventual eschato ogical
cnphasize At nome point all the gods are uniied into onr
God, making possible an intimate child=father relationchip.
And the whole complex o ideas irs prized as the most valuable
POSE ion of culiure and 1ts most precious gift to its ad-
ieren :.30

Communal lile, as =tated above, imposes suffering and
privation upon men. Culture is a bwrdon, for vhich man re-
guires compensation. UVhy should this be? What is the nature
of the restric ions vhich culture imposzcs? And if they are
onerous, why does man not disecard them?

The instinet of cexuality draws two people to each other
and enables them (o form a rudimentary comunity. DBut bee
caurse nan i~ by nature aggressive, two ic company and three
is a crowd. Cul ure, howevpr, must create a larger 7“enne of
comruni 'y ‘han that shared by the libidinally atitracted pair
if collective 1ife 1= to be possibley with any rca onable de-
gree of seccurity. So culture makes the high demand “Love
your enemies" and "Love your neighbor a: your-nlf." In order
to enforce this demand, in order to apnropriate the necessary
libido (there i: no love without withdrawal from th- rescrvolr

of libido), culture levies energy fron sexuality. In its

30Ibid., pr. 32-5.
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elfort ‘o create a commamity wider t'an the original 1ibicdie

nally attracted pair, culture brccomns antaganostic to

sexuality.

In Freud's own words, "1t exacts a huavy toll of

aiv=-inhibited 1libido in ord r o strengthen corrunltic .31

Culturs obeys an inn~r erotic ixpulce which blde it

bind markind into ever lorger comnunities.

But sines~ it can

do this only at the cost of instinet suppre-cion--suprression,

in fact, of that very instinct which lies at the root of cul=-

twre!s urge to croate community~=th  procesz creates an

ambivalence within man vhich is recognized a- a nence of

guilt. Culturc can in these circumstances fulfill it=s ta k

only by fomen'lng an evrr-inerea-ing zence of guilt. Ilence

happine«= through the heightening of the

Culture accompli~hes much of its ta
ego, which it seeclkrs to strongthen as its
chological po=ten Aoned3

L)

sexual urges, compels sublimatlion of th

e price of progre~= in civilization is paid in forfciting

2
ronece of gui?.'i;."3“
k through the super=

no~t valuable p ye

The suprrecgo resztriects man in his

Instinets vihich

crave ati-faction, and creates comunity and culiure.

Privitive man was bet

3igiviiization, pp. 80=7.
321pid., pp. 1213,
33I11u-ion, p. 16
31"Civilizaf;ion, PP. 91-2.

r off in this respeet, Freud
TL5003, Ile Imew nothing of such resiriciion= upon his ine

But he peid the price in a lost of ecuriiy.dW
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“he real task lying before social scientists 1s to reduce
th evil consequences o repression without giving up any
securitye.

The most that can be hoped for iz not very much. The
burden of instinetual sacrifices can bo diminished to the
necessary ninizum by rational examination, the instincts
can br reconciled somewhat to the supprossion which mucst
rrmain, and Lhoy ean be compencated for thnoe.39 Unfortu-
nately, man's limitecd capacity for cducation sets limits to
wvhat can be do:e by such a culiural transformation. "he
majority which 1o prescontly hoatlle %0 culture can perhaps
be reduerd to a minority. Although thi: i= probably all
that men ean realictically hope to accomplishy even thins
meh I a great doal. 36 mor the destructive, anti-social
tendrneier ere prescnt in all men, and in many are stroig
enough %o debermine their inal behavior in socicty.37

It has a'ready been pointcod out that culture, in *he
effort to -ecure obrcdiencs to 1ts dictates, project: iliem
into tho will of God. 4% leart, thi: haz been the accepted

nractlice thus far in humen history. Religion has boon the
uecapon of culture. But religion ic a illusion. Religious
idea- or dogma: arc dorived from human wisher. (Ffreud dic=-

wwui-hes earefully illu-ion anéd deoiu ion. Delusion cor=

l-l
)

fiicts with reality. Iliusion, whic: neither admits of

35T1lusion, p. 12
301pid., po. 14=5.
371hid-’ e 10=1,
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proof nor disproo”, is not refutable.) Thr measure of rr-
ligion?’n atrongth iz the etr-ngth of the wizhes whieh
cauced its ri-"e.38
'reud calls roligion the universal obsezzional neuvrosin
of humanity, liks all neuroses, 36T 'lng a purpo=e, namely,

the allayne:t of anxiety. By acespting the universal

neurosis the indi idual may spare himself the task of

forming a prr onal neuro 15.39 Bu: einee religiou- dogmasn

fedd

are n-urotlie =urvival=s, th ¥y will be abandoned with the
P

fateful inexorabllity of a process of growth. /fAnd Freud be-
wt the time has come for a dellberate effort to re-
place these "conrequences of ropre~sion" with the reults
of rational mrntal effort, as ir done in the analytic
treatment of neurotie:. Perhapr, though Freud adwmits the
po=-ibility of wichiful thining heore, this replacement of
religlous illusio s by rational ideas will make the task of
reconeiling mn to culture a little bit casier.%0

It might b~ pocesible that reason could function to

the morality nocezsary for the precervation of civilte

craave

zation if ite development were not choked at an carly age by
tirught prohibiitions in the nam- of religion, Froud believed

that the experiment of 2 non-r~liglous education should at

38Ibid., pp. 52-5.
391pid., ppe 75-7.
"01pid., vne 77-8.




76

least be tried. Fhould it fail, he would be wiliing to re=

turn to his earlier Jjudgment: man is & creaturs of wealk

o

intelligenece,y govorned by his in=tinctual wlshes, and re=
quiring religiou: dogra to *aep hix civilized 1

But the po'-:-'.:i.bf!r advanages to b gained ouvtueigh any
size ol fallure. UWien man no longer sufers from the nolson
vwhicl he har imbibed from ehildhoody he will find hirxself in
e will discover his helplessness and
his in-ignificant role in the univer-e. Ile will learn that
he i35 not the center of ercation and the object of a beneo-
lent Providence's carc. e will be Jik- the child who has

el )

left the warm and comforiable home.

But i- it not the de-~tiny o” childhood to be overcoue?
an cannot remain a child forecver. Ile mucst eoventually undorgo
"aducation to reality." Sooner or Tater he muat lecarn to live
content and redigned 'o what is true and po-*:!.‘nle.""‘?

In the loug run, nothing can with~ and reason ang oXe-
prrirnce, and the contradlction religion offers to both is
only too palpable, Ilot eoven a purificd, sublinmated r-ligion
can persancntly withstand the cerutiny of reason and experi-
ence. And if religlon confines itself to belief in a higher,
piritual Being whoce qualities are indefinable and whose

intentlon= ca not be discerncd, while it may he proof against

Hlyhid., ppe 83-l.
H2713a., ppe £5-6.
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the interirrence of =elence, it will al<o relinguizh the
Lo

interest of man, >

The pleturcy theng 1s this, Religion has served its

urposze of creating and custainlig conmunity. It ha- alr-o

pro ided a universal nourotis which has zaved men from ine
dividual and perhap~ more ~oriou: neurose:z. 3ut religion

i~ loring

[

t5 hold on the minds of men, and eventually will
be an illu:ion of the parte There are porsible benefits in
this, the brnefits which accrue from the abandonuent of any
iouro i-. And the retroat of religion just might make cule
ture?s civilizing tasil: easier by permitting and nccessitating
a rational explanation of culture's laws, an. explanation

vhich will decrease the hostility which most min feel toward

Froud suggects helping the incevitable. The abandonment
of r ligion will talks place as a proces: of growthy not by a
pure act of the rational will, Our task iz to further this

e a ~enolble teacher .li','*'

L31bid., pe Sl

Hirhig. 9 DDe 73=0e.
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ARFN HORNE

-\l.. LI

It would be misleading to cxar"era e the discon-
tinmuity between Freud, the founder of neychoanslyais, and
the psycho=sgoclologlcal writers wvhom we shall exanine noxt,
Xaren Horney and lrleh Fromm, to glve two examples, con-
slder thelr interpretations paychoanalvsls

In the introduction to Lle lleurotic Perconaliity

Time Herney ralses the questlions Is this still psychoansly-

g8 that it denends on what onc holds essentinl

-

in paychoanalysis,

IZ one belle veﬂ that it 1s comatituted entircly by tle
sum total of theorics ?POﬁouﬂncﬂ by Freud, then what
is »resented here is not paycheanalysisas I, however,
one helicves thal the ossentlals of naycho 1#31"315 lic
in certnin basle trends of thoushi concernling the role
of unconselous proccsgses and the ways Ain vhich they
fin? expression, and in a form of therapeutic treat-
uc"u thot bringe these procesases Lo awmrencss, then
whint I nresent 16 nerychoanalyels .l

She argues that deferonce to Freui's glgentic achleve-
nents chould show itself not in slavish imitatlion but in
bullding on the foundations that he has laid, thus fulfilling

he possibilitios which paychoanalysis has for the Tuturcs
Fundaentelly, however, her interpretation does rest on

Freudlon ground, Her maingratitude goes to Freud, heoause

Lizane HorﬂcJ, The Hcurotic Personallity of gh:,gimg
(Wew Ybr‘ We We ;?r*cn 7: COey 1037), DNha lx-xe Referred

o aercafter a8 Perconality.
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he hors provided the foundotion and the toolr.?
The critical point of departure Torney ums up in the
following wordss:
Iy convietlon, expresced in a nuishel L"zo"" that poy-

choanalysis -Nould ouigrow the liritations sct b:r %‘cs
beling an instinetivistie and a genttie psychologye.

Jhen attention is Tocused .on the actual nrurotic
difficulties encountered, it is dircovered that they are

gencrated not onily by ineid ntal individusl experiences,
at 2l o by spegific cultural conditions.

when wo realize the gr a"c. import of culiurs condltions

on nouroses the b"olo"lc and phy io“*o;:ic..;. conditionn

which are con: ic"\'r'rr“'b‘f Freud to be their root, reccde

Into ‘1.;'.';; bach:ground . ™

Freud assumed that the instinetual drive: or object
relationships frequent in any culture arc blclogically de=
tremined "human nature” or arise out of unalterable situa=
tion uel as his biologleally gi-on "pregenital stages"” or
the Oedipus complexs HNorney noi fains that his concequent

disregard of culturzl factors led to false gencralizations

and blocled an undrerstanding of the real forces vhich motivate

-

- Je ° w7 o > .. " . -~
our at itudes and actlonn.

ct

Thne reverse side of his blologleal oricntalion was a

lack of cociological orientation. Tz he tendrd to atitri-

“aren T‘Ior-w; ¢ Ways in ! 13 (Tew Torl:
Ve ’.-.‘. ;Iorton Oeq 9 9 s T ‘e | croaftor referred to

as Ic u'n'l"lz.n.
3Ibid.’ De e.

hpers Personality, pe viile
9Ibid., ppe 20-1.
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bute social phenomena primarily to psychie factors, and

vhiese, of courss, primarily to biologleal factors, Freud
dld not sce a culiuvre as the result of a complex social

process but priuzarily as the product of biclogiecal drives

-, -

which are repressed or sublimatedy, with the result that

reaction formations are bullt up against then. And the more

*

complete ilhic suppression, th: higher the actual derelopmrnt.e

fe attempt to correct Freud's soclological naivete 1s

- -,

a distinguishing featurn of whai wc have chossn to call

Voyeho= 0clology e
The developnent of' a new concept ol human nature and
destiny wlll be =cen nore cleariy afier a -umary of the

par“icular Freuclian proamive: which loney rejectis or at

least colls into question.

=~

Freudts biologilical oricntation has alrecady been dis-
cuszed. It leads him, lorney believes, to regard psychle |
mavifestations as tho resulit of chemical-physiological fore-
cess to rogard psychic experiences and the sequence of thelr
occurrence as determined almost exclusively by constitutional

or hereditory factorey and to explain psychic differences ba=

tuecen the sexes as thic result of anatomnical differcnces,
‘The second promise of TFreud which she atlacks is relatcd
{0 the Tir-te The ninctecnth erntury wvas litile aware of

culitura! differences. As a child of his HSime Freud subseribed

61 dey PPe 282=3.
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to the prevailing tendency to asasign preunliorities of
onc's own culture to human nature in gonerals, This ethno-

centricm mast be nmodified in the light of later anthropo-

logical inve tigationse

A third characterisilc of Frcud's approach is hi- ex-
plicit ab *ention from any roral evaluation. This attiitude
influencrd certain theoretical consideration-, -uch as the
docirine of the ~uper-cgo, a3 Well as psychoanalytic therapy.
It's role in the shaping of Freud's attitude toward life

goals has been indilcated above.

L Touvrih basis of Freud's thiniiing is his tendency *o

view paychic factors as peairs of opponites, This dualistic

thinking, deeply ingrained in theihiloszophic mentality of

the ninetcenth century, ~hous throughout Freud's thcoreti-
cal forrulationse. Dach in tinct theory he propounds, for

example, tends to make the totality of psychic manifesta-

tions comprehonsible under two »igidly contrasiing groubs

of tre:ds.

A Tinal important characteristic, closely akin to the
one just mentioncd, is Froeudts mechanistie-cvolutionistic
thinking. Dvolutionistic thinting is the presuppositlon
that things whiech exist today have developed out of previous
stopese Necranistic=crolutionistic thinking is a special
form of evolutionistie thinking. It implics that present 3
manifestations are not only conditloned by the past, but
contain nothing oxcept the past. HNothing rrally new i

ereated in the process of develommcunt. Yhat we see today is
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only the old in o changed forme. Thus Freud can recognize

only duantitalive changess; a change in quality would br ine
consistent with his oporating assumpiions.?

Torney tries to escaps the pltfalls which thete azsunp=
tions place in the nath of nsychoanalysi~s by concentrating
on "the actually exi-ting confllct= and the neurotic’s
attempts to solve them, on the actuvally existling anxietles

and {h: defenses he has bullt up againect thrml"t In A men-e
“he accuses Freud of not bedng =eientific ~nough, of letting
his intuitsd theories mold the pattern of his "acts. She
attempts, in a more genuinely emplrical fashion, to begin
again on the bazls of Impressions gainesd in long psychio=
onalyiical -tudy of neuroses.?

Tforney doubts whrither a neurosi:z ca: be adequately de-
fined. e offers Instecad a deseription. A neurosi~ is o
p ychic di-turbance brought about by fecars and defensns
apgalrst these foars, and by atiempts to find compromise :olu-
tions for conflicting tendoncies .Z!_O fhis is 2 working de -

cription, contoilning a ninimunm of 2 npriori, doctrinal

o
— a

as~umptions, from which Horney attempis to chart 'new ways
in pryecroanalysi=."
A concent sirrssed throughout prychoanalytic writings

and emphasized especially by Horney is one which she £irst

wr.
o
L

7Hew ilays, ppe 37-45

Cper-onality, ve vile

9Ibid., De x. Compare ilow Voys, ppe 7-8.
1°Pe:|:--onalitz, Phe 2{=9.
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treats “ystematically in The Heurotic Personality of Our

rimes tre concept of anxicty. Freud had writton cxirne-

8l-ely on anxiety, bul there 1= 2 profound diffrrence, as
Wwill be seen.

To revirw briefly, Frcud had pronosed two theories of

anxiety. The fir-t was that anxiety resulis from a rec-
pres-ion of impulses, and this refrrred exclusively to the

impulses of sexuality. Sexuval energy prevented from dis-
charge will produce physlezl tension whilch iz transformed
into anxlety. Hls second theory suggestied thai neurotile
anxiely resulicd from fear of those imnmulses of whiech the
discovery or nursuit would Incur an external danger. This
interpretation refrrred not only to sexual impulses but also
to those of aggres-ion.

Horney c¢alls for an integration of these theories.
Mziecty, in her opinion, resuits not ~o much from a fear of
ur impulses as from o fear of repressed impul-e. Furier=-
zore, anxiety will result from impulses vho-e exprescion
vouid incur an external danger only so long as an individual
or ~ocial taboo resting on them renders them dangerous. The
culiural attitude existing in Ancrlca today, moreover, makes
ho3tillty rather then sexuality a specific source of anxiety,
Firally, Horney differs from Freud in hi- assumption that an-
xiety is gencrated oniy in childhood, ad that later occur-
rcnees are based on infantile reactions. An atiltade may be

generated in childhood, but it ir not therefore an infanille
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, reaction, It i~ more likely o divelompnent than a repcil-
‘ tdon.-t
Te distinetion betwren fear and anxiety is a crucisl
oiies There is one law In the iraditional Gistin-tion:
‘ fear is justi©led by externnl e en's, while anxiety is a
disproporitionate reaction or evin Teaction to on imaginary

danger. ! r objrectlon =tems from the fact that to the

neurotic the danger is nlways actualy and the decil-ion as ©o

iher a rea«tlon is proporiionate depends on thr average

Imowliedge existing in the culture. Fear of black ~ats, for ‘;
example, L3 not neurotic in all cultures, bui only in those
wiich ge.crally assume thrre is no reolation betwesn mis- .
fortune and Irline pcrambulations, "non=-superstitious”

cultures. In a sens:y then, fear and anxiety are both pro-
portionate reactions to actual dangercs; but in the case of

fear the danger i- a transparcnt, objecilve on~y vhile in {he
case of anxiety it 1 hidden and -ubjectlvr. The neurotie's
anxiety concerns the situation as it appear~ to hiu, not ar

it appear- to observers. Thus he cannot be argued out of

hi= anxiety. T e proper therapeutic task iz to discover

the mearing which certain ~ituation: have for hirmetd
It 1 possible to describe more rcompletely ¢ sube

Jertive focior whith the ncurotie frars.

11l3pid sg DDe 75-8 °
121bid L] pp (] !;'2-1".
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In prineipley any iupulse has tie potential pow r to
provolie anxiety, provided that 1ts discovery or pursuit
would mean violation of other vital interests, and provided
that it 1. sufficiently irperative. > In fact, hostile ime

pulses of various kinds form the main -~ourec from which

1k

neurotic anxiety springo. In addition, anxiety, when
based on a feellug of being mrnaced, may provoke a reactlive
hostility in defense. If the reactive hostility in turn

ereate anxlety, o “icious cycle i created.td

The connection between ho-¢illty and enxiety is best
scen fron an exarination of the psychologlical conscquences
of reopressing hostllity. Repressing hostllity means preo=-
tending that everything i~ all right and thu- refrainin
rom fighting when we ought to be fightling, or at least want
to fight. T:¢ consequence 1s a ferling of defenseles-ness
or the peinforccment of such o fecling already in exisience.l6
Furthermore, reprossed animosity becomes= dissociated and
expanded. Dy 1ts very dissociation il will in the course of

tirme usually become intensified from out-ide S0UrCoset?

131nad. ,
41bid.,
19Ipid., Flo
161p2d., p. 6h.
17Ibid., pp. 67-C.
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At thics point a sccond "pretense™ often occursz. The
individual projects hi~ ho-iile impulses to the out-ide
vorld. ‘e pretends that the desiructive impulses come not
from hinm but from som~one or something outside. The object
of this projecction tales on cxtremely formidable proportiont,

and

the feeling of defenselrscness i3 i';'?cn:;:!.fied.la
Torney concludrss
These proces~e’ brought aboui by repres-cd ho Tillty
result in the affect of anxicty. In fact, the rr=-
prezsion generates exactliy the stete vhich 1
characteri tic of anxiety$ a feeling of defenseles:-
nes- toward vhat is feolt as an overpowvering danger
menaecing fror outside.l9
The significance o' this discussion for an under—
standing of iorney's concopt of human nature and destiny is

realized when still another concent 1s takon into account:

From an exarination of the childhood hictories of

great nunbers of neurotic persons llorney Tinds that there irs
a cormon denominator in the en ironment. T-e basiec evil is
bly & lack of genuine warmih and ai‘i‘ectior;.gg In con=
birnatior with other, les" important factors, a condition is
ereated characterized by an insidiou-ly increasing, all-

per ading Teeling of being lon~ly and holpless in a hostile

-

worid. This attitude is the nutritive soil out of wvhich a

definite neurosis may develop at any time., This aititude,

181p18., De 70.

19Tbid., pe 71.

20Ibid., ppe 79-80.
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becav ‘e of the fundamental role which it plays in necuroses,
Yorney has called "the basic anxiety."*
This basic anxiety underlies all relotionchips to
m:\om.ﬁ.':'2 It ray be roughly described as a feeling of beoing

significant, helpless, deserted, endangered, in a

1
2
o
1=t

L]
e
L
..|

vorld that ic oult to abuse, cheat, atiaclk, humlliante, batray,

envy.< Although it concerns people, it may be entirely

dives'ed of its personal character and iransformed into a

Te~ling of helplessness before nature, political cvents, or
2%

even fate.

Vith ineislve clarity Torney di-zcu=sse~ the four major
techniques by which a person itries to proitect himself against
the bacsic :.*.":-::I.e'!'y.rfg Fir«t of 2ll securing affection nay
serve as a poverful yrotection against anxiety. “he motto
i=: If you love mr you will not hurt nr.

“eccondly, submissiveness may <erve the same purno e.
Here the motid is: If I give iny I ¢hall not be hurt.

Thirdly, the person may iry to profect himself by acquire
ing pover. The motto in thle cascs If I have power, no onec

can huri nce

21lipid., pe 89.
221pid., De 90
23Ibid., De 92
2hIbid., ppe 93-4.
352_!_1:_:!._4_., Dpe 96-9.
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i"e final means of proteetion i~ withdrawal, The motto:

=l
"')

I withdraw, nothing con hurt me.

These at'empis, it should br noted, are nrompted not by
a2 wvish To ‘atlsly a desire for pleasurc or happiness, btu® by
a need for reassurance.

Ainy one of there devlices can br effectives But the ine
Lense pur-uit of one goal involves conflict with the environe
ment. IlMore frequently the individual employs -everal of
these teclmiques, and then thelr intrinsically incompatible

s - da oy -
na'ure sets up coni

licts whic™ become the dynamic center of
neuroses. -ne two attempts which moa® frequently clash are
the striving for affection and the =triving for power. A
nourosis i brought aboul only if this conflicet generates
anxiety and if the a'tempt~ to allay anxdiely lead in turn
1o d fensive tendencies whilch, although equally imperatire,
are neveriheles s incompatible wiil: oune anof;:?zc-r.as
The nourotic need for affection is sitrllking in it:

compulsivenesi. The ignificance of being lilkied is grossly

cver-evaluated. INeourotic persons fool and behave as if thelr

exisicnee, happinesz and securli'y depended upon being 11ed .27

But o vicious circie i= es‘abllished, beginning with the
basic anwie'y. There follow: an exce-sive necd for affec~

tion, a sense of rebuff if the demands arc not Jelt to be

267pid., ppe 100-1.

27Ibide, DPe 115-64
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satisfied, reaction to the Pebuff wiih intense hostility,
o]

repress ihe hostility becousze of fear of losing

Pl

affection, the tension of a diffusc rage, increascd anxiety,

R e o e a8
Licraea=eQq et 10 reast \..I‘a:ace, and S0 ON.

-

The aim and fumeilon of the sirivings lor nowcr,
prectige, and possession provide a use’ul illustra’ion of
viiat llornoy is irying to describe. The siriving for pousr
is an attenpt to gein reassurance against a sen=c of helpe-
lercies'y and it gen rates hoatility in the T“orrm of a ten-
d ney to domineer. IThe s'Piving for prestige i a re-
assurance again t humiliatliong inciting a tendeoncy to
hundilaote otherse The =triving for pos-e-sion itries to
Teassure agaln:t destitutiony and result: in the tend ncy

0 donrive otherse IDut note that all three are incomnatible

with he neuwrotic's “undamental nced: to gain a’fection.

Thus from the basic anxicty flow striving- which, whlie
rying to checlk apnxiety, only succeod in heightening it by
corpelilng the individual toward tendencies incompatlble

th his fundamental g "..'!..“9

-t
Ie
[y -'

7
It now beoecones apperont why ormey is so ~harply
cri icol of Freud's "instinetivi-tic and genciic nsychoe-
logye" hen the instinetivi-tic orientaiion iz dropped,
character trends are no longer explained as ulitimaie oute

cores of in-tinciual drives, but theo cmphasis begins to

281-[')1& eg e 137-?' e

291pid., ppe 186=7.
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fall on 1life condifions molding the zharacter. Tren
aisturbances in hunan relationships brrome the erueial
factor in the grmesis of neurorve~e. A prevailingly soclo-
logical orientation then take~ the place of a prevailingly
anatonical-phy«lological o;.r'.30

A discurs ion of what Freud called "narcis-im" ray
cerve to clarify and illustirate reveral points at lssue,
and indicate the goal toward which iorney is moving.

For Freud, narciccistic trends are derivatives of

nete He furthermore lookrd upon norcissism as a ro=-
s rolr which 1s deplrted to the cxicnt that the individual
loves (that isy gives libido to) objects. Tlence what we
vould o211l egocenirieity is nothing morce than the indivi-
dualts attrnpt to conserve hls =tore of love for himself.
Hornecy argues, in iine with her general analysis, that
nereiresistle trends are not inctinctive, but rath r repre-
eont a neurotic ati mpt to cone wvith the Jrlf'and others

by vay of -clf-inflation. A perron with narcissistic trends
i~ allenated from him:zelf.as vell ar other:y and is incapable
0" loving hin-clf or anyore alse. elf-cstcer and s0ll-
inflation are no% id-'ntical. They are, in fact, mutually
nerson c¢ling:s to illu-ion: about himself

because e ha: 1dst hin elf.31

]
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=
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=

30ew tays, De Do
311pid., pp. 99-100.
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arels istic trends or sclf-inflation is agein ~imply

one vay of coping with 1life under difficult circumstances,

able clrcumstances these itrends con be overcone. But they

-

nmoy also be augmented by inereasing unaroduciivity, develop=
ment of exces.lve expectallons of what the world owes one,
and an ilncrrasing lmpairment of human relatiorﬁhip $e33 It
readily be scen that the three are interacting. “he
wmpreoduciis-ec per-on i- compelied to lgnore his real =¢elf
and roncenitraie on an idezlized version of himself. In the
ight ol Uhis idealization, he concelves exaggerated notions
of his worlh and due. Failure of others ‘o live up to his
expectatlon- provokes hostility, danger signals, anxiely,
cumiety resu’ite in further lincreased unproductiviity.

e viciou: cireles has =zet in,

ied, on the ba i~ of his postulated

§
£
r

£

i
i3
=

death instinet, that the task of paychoanalytical thorapy
vas 0 zet the patient free to empress ho-itility. A per-on
doe not Teel at rase until hilr death instinet has been
=ati~fied. Horney ésncludc- on the basi» of her anglysis
that therapy's task is not ‘o free these impulses ‘or ex=-
nres-ion, but to understand thelr rearons and by removing

underlying anxinty remove the necessity of having "'!:em.3l"

=1
o
1=
o
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L
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331bid., DPe SU=7.
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This is o coneclusion to which Freud could never have comne,
beeause of his non-evaluatlve anvronch, Horney snd the Teo-
Freudlons come to different conelusions beecnuse they are

concerncd for the moral problen, man's moral dilemmo,.

6|

% only does Horney talke asgcount of culture's erucial
rele in the Zormation of neuroses, she alse critlcilzes the
culture within which she wrltes because of the prevalence
wilthln 1% of factors engeniering anxzloty. Chief amorg theseo

1s the

< g &
\. ¢ Iactu uia

b western clivilizatlion is Huildt on individua

camnetlitiveness, This cauns coclal and econcomic insecurliy.

It »rovides a seed-hed for fears: fear of envy 1f you succeed,

fenr of contemnt 1f you fall, fear of being abused, fear of
wanting to puah others aside,

It makes 2leo for emotional iscletion of the individnal
es a result of disturbances in interpersonzl relationshins
and the sccompanying lacik of soliderity. The individual is
thrusct on his own ani no longer feels protectcd. Traditien
and relision have lost the strength which formerly enabled
them to £ill the geap., Furthermore, the competltive ideology
Juccess is dependent upon perscnal efficlency. 5So 1f
you fa2il to succeed, you are & personal fallure. Flnally,
there i withilin western culture a confliet between the
factunlly existing hostile teneions caused by the competitlve
idenlosy ani the mosnel of brotherly love which is Inculeated

Trom the very besinninz of the individusl's 1ife 22

351bid., PPs 173-5.
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The American eculture displays other contradiectory ten—
deneles which unierly typical neurotic conflicts (nand exnlaln

the title of The Neurotic EFon Ly of Our Tire). Our needs

are stimulated by mlllitant advertisingm, tmt except for the
very fev these aroused nceds are then frustrated by economie
1iritoationa. Otill another conflict exists in our seciety's
inglastence 4hat oll men are free ani the facturl restrictions
uran sur freedom which circumatonces imnose,.30

4 is necesscry to review briefly,.

tebhliched co far? A combinatlion of adverse envirvonsental

factora—--vhich an existing culture misght unwitiincly prorote—-
nrodnecns disturbances in the child's relation te himself and

others, The effeet is basic anxiety, a2 feeling of helplena

ness before & notentially hostile ani danserous world. Basle
anxiecty ~alkes it necessary to scarch for ways to cope wlth
life safely. The ways chosen are those accesslble under given
conditions, These are neurotiec trends ond guleitly acquire a
commulsive character, Their hold is strengthoned because

they secm to be the only method of achleving satisfaction and

safety.
Sut this safoty ig precaricus. Anxiety ensues 1T the

trerds Aon't onerate properly. They also make the individual

T

ricid and necessitate further »rotectlve mears for the allay-

ment of new anxleties. Contradictory atrivingss ernter upon

36popsonality, Pre 280-00,
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by
the seenc, ona jecopardiszing the other, The individual be=
comes alienated Trom himself according to the proecess
described, ZIroductiviiy and human relationships sre im-
naived,s The resulting characier struecture is the kermel of
neurcses. It always contains these general charoccteristice:
coemmuloory strivings, conflicting trends, a pronensity to
develon manifeat anxliety, immelrment in the relation 4o sclf
and ohthers, discrepancy between notentislities anil actual
attalrmenta o1

The ronl which Horney sets before psychoznalysis flown
from this analysio. It must help the patient to "regain his
spontaneity, to Tind his measuroments of value in himself,
in shoxrt, tc sive him the courage to be hlmself, 35

Inplicit in all of this 1s an understardilng of human
nature and destiny. It becomes explielt in Horney's last
bonlkk hefore her death, Nourosis and Huran Growth,.

There ave three mojor concepts of norality, che bellieves,
resting upon threoe dAifferent interpretations of essentlal
human nature,

The Tirst is that man is by nature sinful or riddien by
nrimitive instincts. Supnerimnosed checks and controls cannot

be relinguished, The goal of morality must be the taming of

3THew Ways,:ppe. 276-9,
381haa., p. 305.
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the giotue naturae, not ite development. This is Freoud's
positicon,
The sccond view holds that there 1s sonmethinz zood as
well as something bai inherent in human natures The moral

- -

task centers upon achievinm victory of the good, as refined,
lirected, or reinforced by such elecmentn es falth, reason,
wlll, or mrace. The erphasilis 13 not exclusively uvon

supnreasing evil, There is e vosltive program. Yet the

J
)
)

1itive mrogram sugsests the use ol prohibitive and checkling

r
~
-

The thirl view is the one which Hornmey herself accepts.

Inherent in mon are evolutionary constructive forces which
ur~e him to renllize his given potentislities. Ve cannot say

that man is baslieally pond, because such 2 statement implies
an absolnte Imeowledce of pood and evil, ¥We 4o knew that man
by his veory nature and of his own accori strives toward self=
renllizations His set of wvalues evolves from such striving
Anporently he carnot develop his full potentielities unless
he is truthful to himsel actlve and productive, and related
to others in o spirit of mutuslity. He can grow, in the
true sense, only i he assuncs resnonalbility Tor himself,

Thus Horney arrives at a morality of evolution, in which

the erlteria for what we cultivate or reject lie in the
aueation: Is a particular attitude or drive condueclve or
obatruective to humen growth?
Poychoanalysis is coneermed Tor the Individua nl's lmow=-

ledze of his truc self. As previously mentioned, it wants
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to Mel» him £ind his rmeasursments of value in himsel T.
This i3 a legitimate task, becouse self-knowlcdde s the
means of liberating the foreces of s»ontarcous rrowth.”g

The neurotlc process »resented in her last hook i3, as

a »rchlem of the self, It is a process of cbandon-

ing the real self for en idealized ones of trying to
“Fu“"11 this psendosell instead of omr riven human
noton Lsuls; of a destructive worfare between tnc o

colves; ol allaylng thie warfare the best, or at eny
rote the only, way we cani and Tinally, u.roujh
havirns our nowstruou_vc ~orce's "ob!1130f by life or
Wy therapy, of Tinding our real sclves

Froud was vessimlistice On thwe grounds of his rrenlses
he wos hound to have a messimistic outlook 6n human nature,
He 414 not have any clear vision of constructive forces in
nan, VWhere they exlsted, he denied their authsntic character,
Crentivity and love, for examplec, were sublimated forms of
1ibidinsl drlves., What Horney regards as a healthy striwins
towerdi solf=reallization was for Freudi only an expression of
wnnadnalintta. 313 41
narcissictice 1ibhido. :

She wrltes in coneluslon, in a2 nasaase already clted:

ﬂ1%ﬂrt uch'citzcr uses tiwe terma "optinmistic" and

%measinistic” in the scnse of "world ard life affirma-
+ion" ond "world and 1life negation." Freud's phlloaophy,
in this deen sense, is a nessinmistiic one, Ours, with

all ita enpnizance §1y the tracgic olemert in hourosis, is
an crtimistic c:rru:-.\.‘!r

J9Karen Horney, ilcurosis and Human Growth (Hew Yorlk:
ia YWa MNoxton & CO.. ic 505, e 1 "5.

407-33,, p. 376.
4lypid., pre 377-Be
42Ibid., pPe 378
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CHAZTER IV

ERICH ROV

Erich Fromm 4id not publish any major psycho-
soclologlenl study in Englich untll 1941, ie had develoned

many of hig ldeas already uwhien Horney was writinc The

euwrotle Porsonality of Our Time. ©She employse his ocssay

included in Studlen leber Autoritset und Famliile, printed in

1936, in elaborating her own ideas.l In How hgzg,;g,?s?bho-
annlvsls she refers to his lectwes and an as yet unpublizhed
manuaeriprt by Fromm.= It 48 thercofore not otrietly correct
%0 gay Lhat Fromm elaborates and ceryrlea further the con=-
cents emmnciated by Horney. The tesk is more ac~urately

deseribed an a joint once But beecause Fromm does employ many

of the operating ascumptions whlch we have seen used by Horney,

and hecangse he does carry his research an’! conclusions Tarther
than Herney does in her last published worly; we ore justificd
in treatinz Fromm's investigetions as o continuation of thone
discuassed in the preceding sections There wlll be zore renc=
titlion in this aeéfion, unavoidable 1T we are to appreclate
Frorm's methodolosy, but the prinelonal task here 1s to skelch

the Turither developrment of psyeho-soclclopy and lis view of

huran nature and destinye.

Lxaren Hormey, The lieurotic Ffersaonolity of Oux Fime

(We W Nopton & COe, 1037), pds 248, 270.

Praron Horney, low Usye in Pavchoanalvsis (W. W. Horton
& Cosy 1939), Dpe 29, T8y 203
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Fromm becino his analyslis with en atiompt to Tind an
answer to the basle aguestion: What is man? Frend, as we
hav seen, considered man o highly devcloped animal. The
{erences hetween men and the lower animels were, for

frenl, gnuertliotive and not aqualliatlive, We have slready

£

notel hin objlection on 2 nrlordl srounds to any effort %o

find sore meaning or nurpose in the hunan adventure beyond
the meaning end purpose imnlicit in the fact that man is a
pleasure-naxinizins organisme Fromm differs sharnly with
Frewl at this initial point.

It is Tirat of 21l true that man,; in respect to his boly
ard his physlological furnctlons, belongs 4o the animal king-
domes AN the Tunctioning of an animal is conirolled by in-
ww eneciflic actlon patterns vhich are in turn

determined by inheritel neuwrolosical structures, The animal

"is lived" throush biologleal laws of rature; it is part of
nature a2nl nevar transcends it. It has no censclerce of a
moral nature, no awareness of itself and of 1ts existence,
and no resegon, Animels mey have intelligence, which 1s the
ability to manipulate data for practlcal resulte; dbut reason,
the ebility to renetrate the surface crasped by the senses
nndl 4o unlerstend the essence behind that surflace, the
animal does not ?osnees.3

At a certain noint of snimal evolution, a unique hresk

ocourred. It hanpened uvhen, in the evolutlonary process,

SErlch Fromm, The Sene Society (Mew York: niﬁchnrt &
Ooe, 10B6), me 02, " Tor the ALlstincbior hotween Mintellizenes™
and "ronsen" sce ppe 1G69=T0.
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creature, man was born. A now anccles arose, transcerding
noture, and life beecame aware of itself.?

Yan is an anomaly, a frealk of the univorse. He 1s part
of natmro, subjeect to her physical laws and unable to change
them, yet he transcends the rest of nature, 7ian is a
eresture=-thiromm into this worldd without hls consent, sublject

to removal Trom it also wlthout his consont. But man 1s also

e

a ereator, He ean create 1life, a miraculous auality which hk
Indeed shares with 2ll other living belncs, but with the
dAifference that he nloﬁé is awvare of beins oreated and of
helinn a ercotor, Man cen createc not enly in the aect of pro-
ereatlon, tut also by nlanting seeds, by droducizg nmaterial
oblectny by-ereatlins arty by creating ideas, by loving other
ren. In the nct of ereation man ralses himself beyond the

poscivity and accidentalness of hls existence into the renlm

t ol

o

of purpogsefulness and fresiomes

Whet is the nature of this man, aualitatively distin-
?

~nished from the nmere animal? Fromm writes:

5Ih1ﬂ.. Pre 23=4, 37-8. ©On this central inalight sce
nlso Frorm's othor 2iscussions: FErich Fromm, Psychoanaly-
sis and Relision (Mew Haven: Vale University Press, 1950;,
Ne HO=0p Lscave Lfrom Frecdom (ilew York: Rinehoart & Co.,
1941), nrne 13-4 Man for Himpelf (New Yorlz: Rinchart & Coe,
1047), De 23
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The subjeet of the sclence of =an is humen naturo. Fub
this science doos not start out with o full an' adequate
pleture of what huran nature 1s; a antlafactory defini-
tion of its subjeoet matter iz its oim, not ite premlce.
Ita mothod is to observe the reactlons of mon o vericus
iIndividunl and socinl corditions and from obaeprvations
of these renctions to malke inferences sbout man's nature.
Human nature can never be obscerved as such, but only in
1ts osrecifliec moniTestatlons in spnecifie siituntions. It
is 2 theoretiocnl construchtion whiel can _be inferred Trom
emplrlicol study of the behavior of memne

Fromobjecte to the notion that there is any such thing

ag a fixed arnd uncslterable humen noeture. There ave certzin

5
B
0
c'-
Q
LF]
]
P
bt
»

- |

men's neture which are fixed and unchanceable,
But huran nature ls more than the sum totzl of bioclogically

determined drives. It is also the nroduct of human evolu=-

tion. l_
¥an 1o on entity charged with energy and structured in
speclfic ways, which, whille adapting itselfl, reacts in
certain spceiflce and aacertalnoble ways to external
coniitionBes « o« « Human evolution is rooted in man's
odantabllity and in certalin indestructible qualities
of his nature whilch compel him never to ceasc his
asearch,. Tor conditions better adjusted to his intrinslec

needsa,”
In other words, the question "What is human nature?®

connot bhe answered without a prior knowledse of the environs
mental eircumstances which shaned the evolutlon of man.s And
these eclrecumstances may vary from one man to another, nut
at the sare time, mon 1s not Infinitely malleables He is
"structured® in such a fashilon that he reacts in & rpre-

dictable manner to certain situations, and seeks conditlons

GFromm, Men Dfor Himself, pn. 23-4.

Trromnm, Foeape from Freedom, re 22

EFronm, Man for Himself, »ne. 234
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"better 2djusted 4o his Intrinsic necds"

fdonee Fromm objects to ethieal relativism, which empho-
slzes ol justrent rather than o better or o worse. Deccance
man is not perfecily plinble, tut does have certain drives
ani needs whose satisfaction 1s casential for his welfarc,
value JMwigrents con anl must be made concerninz hunman bo=
havior, both individunl and colleetive., Han must in fact
heenme "for himself®; he must learn to serve his necds.”
an must have idealsi they carnot be safely dismissed as
mere rationalizatinsn of unconseious impulsess But not jJust
any ileals, Hls idzels are to be JJudzed with reapect to
their truth, to the extent to vhich they are conineclve to
the unfoliing of man's powers and to the demree to which
they are 2 real arswer 4o man's need for eguilibrium anmd
hormony Ain his world.t0 This oriterion for the Julsment of
human idenls is the essential criterion of humanistlc ethics.
Man, hils Tunetion, and his aim can be nothingz else than that

el

o

-,

any other heings o preserve himself and to persevere in
his exlstcnee. And "preserving one's being" mears to become
that which one potentially 18.11 The title which Fromrm has
"inquiry into the psycholozsy of ethies™ best

miven to his

summarizes man's nroncy aim: Uan for Himsclfl,

6]

In our attempt to moke clear Frowmm's epprooch to the

problem of human nature we have moved somevhat shead of

9Ibld:; pes vii=x;
__:P-5d¢
1l1bida., p. 26.
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our leogieal course of develormente Let us now retrace our
steps to exnmine "the humon situntion." We may tnke our
ecue Trom the nrecedins paracraph.

In 2ll the world of nature, only man is cancble of
not hecomlns what he potentially is. This Toct inlicates
that mon's enmerzence from animel to Pational beins was not
an vmnixed blessing. Self-awareness, rcason and imasination

Yian ip, ns has been previously stated, an anomaly and &
Treak of the universce, Ile 15 Torced to copne with the task
of solving an insgluble dichotomy, the dichotomy implicit
In beling both of nature ond above nature, Human existence
ls consequently in a state of constant anéd unavoidable dig=
equilibrinm, ¥an's 1life cannot be lived by repeating the
pattern of his specles; he must live, Nan is the only
anlmal that can be bhored, that can feel eviected Trom paradise,.
Man 1s the only animal who finds hils own exlstence a problem
which he has 40 solve and from which he cannot eacape, IHe
connot 70 back to the prehuman state of harmony with natureg
he must rroceed to develon his resson untlil he becomes the
master of nature, ani of ningell e+

enxlety of Keren Horney. Thrown ouh of neture anl yet a

part of it, man becomes aware of himself, of his helplessnecsa,

12promm, The Sane Soclety, pre. 20-f.
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and of his separsitcness., Fach neow step into his mew humen

existence ic Trightening, Tfor it means to elve up o sceure

|'|)

atate Tor one which i1s new, one not yeit mastcred, Hence mon
ls always oubjeedt to two confliecting tendencless ore to
enerze Trom the womb, from the animel Torm of exlstence

-

into a2 more human existence, from bondage to frecdom; another,
to return to the womb, to nature, to certalnty anil seonrity.l>
The parallel between the "birth of husanity" and the
birth of each 1ndividual men ie an obvlous one, Fromm in
fact, draws many of his conclusions from a stuiy of normal

hunan develonnent,

Pefore the child is born it is nloln*loh_l" one with

the mother, Even after birth, the chilil remains functionally
one with its mother for a considerable perliod To the extent

to which the indiviinal has not yet completely severed the
umbilieal cord, speaking figuratively, he lacks {reedom.’
But. the unsevered tles give him a feelins of belonginm, of
beins rocted somewherc, a sense of securitys Fromm calls
these "opirmary ties."l4

As the ohild grows sironzer vhysleally, emotionally,
ard rentally, an orgenized and integrated structure develons,
rulded by the individusl's reason and will. The child

rradunlly becomes a separate personality, a 'self,

13Inide, PPe RP4=T.

.

Lirpomm, Escave from Freedori, Ne 25
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Put alonz with this growinz strength, scllf-nuarcnesnc,
and frecdom there develons a srowlins aloneness. The
rrimary ties which offercd sceurity and basie unity with
the worl’ once broken, the chill becomes aware of belng an
entity secnarate from all others, This scoparation from o
worl? which, in comrerizon with one's ovn individual ox=
istonee, is overwvhelmingly strongs end poworful, and often
threnteoning o2nd danmerous, creates a feoling of pouerless=
neas anll anxlety.

Impulses arise to cive up one's indiviiuality, to over-
ecome the Teellins of aloneness and powerlesgsness by completely
sutmersing oneself in the world ontsides But these impulses
anl the tlien arising from them are not identicel with the
rimary blea which have been cut in the process of growths
For just as the chill can never return physicelly to th
other's womb, a0 the individusl cernot roverse the process
of inlividuations As & result of the attemntes to reverse
the process, the-individunl unconnciously reallizes that the
vrice 1t mays ls givirg up strongth and the intesrlty of the
sclf, Tims the result of resuvmisslon is the very opnosite

T what 1t wes supposeid to bes submission inersases in-
security, and at the same time ercates hostllity and
robelliouvsness, which is the more frightenins hecause it 1s
leenteﬂ.arninst the very persons or whom the indlvidnal has

n - 5
rnode himeel? lcpennent.l’

151?11{3 L) pp. 23-30.
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Cf these two eonflieting tend encles, 40 enerze from
that seenrity.vhich is boniace and to resitore the rinary
tiens, the "rosressive tendency hos nroved itsell the gtrqnoer
in the history of the -indlividunl and of the human racc. Yet

the prenomena of mental illness . and the recression of the

huren roce o positions apparently relinauished generations

aco show the intense strursle which accomnanles each new
aet of hirth,1i0

HMan's 1life, Frowm further arsues, 1s detornined by the
incacencble altcernatlve betuween regsreacion and nrozresslon,
between retuarn 40 animal exintence an? arrival ot human
exictonce, Any attemnt to return 1s painful and idads to

death, elither phvslologically or mentally (insenity). Every
step fermmrd is Trichtening,; ton, but has this consolatlion.
A noint nay eventually be reached wvhere fecar and doubt have
only minor pronortions. '

Fromm roep 80 foar as to conclude thet aside from the
mhvelolosically nourished cravingss, 2ll essential 'humz*.n
eravinsa arc deterzined by this polarity. XMNan has to solve

a rrohlem, anl even the most complete satlisfactlon of hls

=

netis

[ ¥ A

. i
:4
=1
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0

»ds does not solve hls hunan problem: his

most intenae nosslons are rooted, not in his boidy, but in

5 3 17
the very ncculiarity of his exisotence,~!

16rrorm, The Sare-Socloty, De 27
171pia., ps 28




—

o

56

In his earlliest work, Zoenne Lrom EFrecdom, Fromm hoa

set up what he solled “spontoneity" and "o proluctive re-
lotionahin® ag the alternative to submission as a wey of
avoldlins the nlonencss and anxiety which severance of the
nrimary tles ocenslons, A srontancous or proiuctive relo-
tlonshin of mon to nature connects the individual with the
world without eliminsting his 1ﬂﬂ1vldunlity.13

o furtdher develons this notion in lan for Himself.

One can e productlvely related to the world by eacting and

by comprchendlng, !Mion produces things, and in the proces
geinc mastery over nature, an comprehends the world,

throushh love andl throush reason, his pover of reason enabling
him to discover ecssencesa, his nower oP love enebling - -him to
hrealr hearricrs vhich genarate peornle and to comprehend thems
Melther reascon or love is poasible wlthout the other, But
ther are exoressiona of different powers, the one of emotion,
the other nf thinking.19

Cenuine love, nroductive love, 1s not dependent,
nogsenscive, or compulslive Put it 16 21lways characterized by
ecare, responsibility, respect, ani knowledgse, It 15 an
activity, not 2 pesssion by which one is overcome, nor an

froot,which one 18 "affeeted hy,"?20

18Fromn, Escane from Freedom, De 30

19rporm, Mon for Himaell, e 9T

aolbiﬁ. ey M Q7=8,
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In the proce=s of produective thinking the thinker is
motivated by his Interest Tor the objieet: he is affected by
it and reects to 1t; he cares and roznonds, Bub aroductlive
thinking is also characterlized by objectivlity, by the respect
the thinker has for his objeet, by his 2bility to see the ob=-
jeet as 1t is and not as he wiches it to be.2*

In his most recent boo':z, The Sanc Society, Fromm pre-
sents hia theory in more detall and within a more systematized
framework, Iilo examines the necds and passions sterming from

tlol situstion of man.

cb
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an is torn awvey from the primary union with nature, I[He
muat, in sase Tashlon, reestablish ties if he is to overcom
the nlonenean and anxiety which individuvation brings. This
may be accomplished by submiassion to a perscn, & group, an
institntion, or even to Gol. Another possibility lics in

thhe opposite directlion: he nay try to zain power over the

world, 4o transcend his individuel existence by domination.
2

Tirot is masochism, the second sadism, Hut there is one
passion vhich seticfies man's need to unite himeelf with the .
world, and to acquire 2t the sare tize a sense of integrity
and individunlity, eni this is lovee, Love ls deflined as
union with somebody or something outside oncse’f under con-

dition of reteining the separateness and integrity of cre's

211bia,., pe 104,
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ry
wn 8elf.?? Follire to develon the cepacity for love, or
losg of this ecapociiy once moined, resulte in noreissisne -
Ard narcissism is the esscenee of all severe rsychle path-

olozye For the narelssistically inclincd person there is

-

Fo that of bhils own thousht procecsses,
Teelingso, and needs, t is the opposite pole to objectivity,
reason, and LoVe o 20

Anothor aspect of the human situation is man'sc
erecaturely condlition, and his mred to transcend this wvery
state of the passive creature. 3eling endowed with reason
and Imasination, he cannot be content with a purely
passive role., MYon must create., (Illustrations have been
eited above,) But if he is not capable of creating, 'man
nay sticmpt to transcend himself by deatroyinz. Also in
the act of destruction, man.sets himaself above l1life; he
transcends himself oo a c:-.‘eature.al!'

Still another implication of the human situation 1s
that man must £ind human roots to replace the natural roots
from vhich he was severed in hls emergence as man. lHe may

“"incest," refussl to

paticfy thisc need by what Fromm calls
leave the all-enveloning orbit of the mother. He may become
Pixated 4o the mother, or to a mother substitute: the
family, the clen, the state, nation or churche The Indivie

Aual leans on them, feels rosted in them, has hlg sense of

22rpromm, The Sane Soclety, rn. 30-1l.
25Ibid., DPPe 35=6s

2“'1])1& eg DDe 36-7.
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ldentity as o nort of them, and. connot 1iw as an iniivi-
duel ararti from thome. The aliernctive 4o thls ig "mrothor=
lineac," Only whien men con feel ronted in the experlience of
umilversal brotherliness will he have found 2 new, hutan form
of rontedness, will he have tranaformed his world into a

truly human “cmn.gs

ifan needs aloo to Torm & concent of himgelf, to be able
to ony and to fecel: IamI." Because he is not lived Mut
lives, he must be able to sense himsclf ao the subject of

o

o ccetiona, e moy substitute for o truly individual senee
of ldentity various formulae: "I am an Amoriec
Protestant," "I am a tmginessman." He mey belicve that incs-
much ag he 1s not differeont, tut is 1like the others; a
"reculor fellow," he can sense himself as I. IHe beconmes, in
the memorable title from Pirendello, "as you desire me." He
develons a herd identity. All these are alternatives to the
formation of o zmonuine scnse of 1nﬂiv1dun11ty.96

Finally, the fect that man has reason and imerclnation
leade to the necessity for orlenting himoelf in the world

Intellectunlly. This nced may be satlsfied by means of an

[

1llusory oricnteotion, one which man snhacquently rationelizes,
or by means of an orientation rationelly determined, The

5 ~
alternatives here are rationality versus irrotlonality.=l

251bid,, . 30-41, 6O,

261%14,, pne GO=TFW

27Ipid., Ppe 63~6.
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Fromm 1s not cxessively optimistle. The Sane Socieity
opena with a sweepinz indletrent of Westera culture, which
hos ereated a ecivilizoatlon of ~bundarce, tut has falled 4o
heln nen find him':eli'.aa Escape from Freedom is fundamentelly
an analynils of the tota 111,11-1&;115--5 which have arisen in the
twentieth ecentury to solve tlie nroblems cof man by encouragin

him, with frishtening success, to losec himeelf, rather then

- . s '1 ne » .
Tind himself,29 Yan for Himgelf concludea with the susres-
tion that our period "is an end and a bezlrning, Traught

7ith noasibilitice.”

5]

do have reason to be proud and to
be honeful, bhut the outcome is not automatic cr preordelined,
The declidhon rests with man, with hla courage to be himself
and Lo be for hing1£.,39 A1l three of ithese hooke leave
the immresslon that man may well fail,

wWhere 1ls there hope of redemption? For Fromm, of
course, salvation lies in man's abilility to be "for himeelf,"
to be nroductively orlented, to love ani live spontanecously,
"The declsion rests with men." But is there any help cut=
side of man? Is there supermatural gracc vhich can rescue
mnan from his plight and enable him to be truly human? The

gquestion leads us into 2 discussilon of religion and ite role

in the philosophy of Fromr,.

For Frowm, religion 1s a huren proluct and not the result

of divine rev-lation. Religion offers no aid to man except

281nid., pp. 3-21.
29vrorm, Man for Himself, pr. 207=-39.

30rpo~m, The Scne Soclety, »e 250.
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that which man hoz been able himself to injeet into re-
liglon, The problen of rolimlon is not the problen of God
but the problem of mon, Theolosy is anthropoclory, Reo=
ligious Tormulations and relizlous symbols are attempts to
five espreasion to certaln kinds of humen exnerience. These
experiences, not divine intervention, are what mabter, -

There Ls only one form of idolairy: the deiflcation
of thinza, of nartial aespcects of the world and man's sub-
mlssion to such thinme. True worship of God is =n attitule
in which man's 1life is devoted to the renlization of the
hirhest prineciplesc of 1llfe, those of love and recason, to
she aim of hecoming what he potentially is, & being made in

i

-
L -

1e 13

Llzenesa of Godle. Even God can and has become an 1dol
for meny.oe

The solution to the dllemma of man? Fromm writes:

There is only one possible, nroluctive solution for
the vrelotionshln of iIndividuslized man with the world:s
his actlve smolllarlity with 21l men and his snontanecous
eotivity, lowe and work, which unite him azain with
the world, not by pripary tles but es o free ani in-
denondent individual.>?

Relizion is only useful 28 a system of orientation and
85 2o teoacher of true ideals, ideals consistent with man's

velfare, But if it is not hir=2nistic religlon, proceeding

from an understanding of the 'uman situatlon, it 1s false re-

vl

Wi

ligion and dangerocus.

3lrromm, Psychoanslvois and Relision, ne 113
321p1d., op. 118-0,

33Fromm, Socene from Frecdom, ne 36

34T romm, lian for Himeelf, np, 47-50,
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G2 :
The question io not relicslon or not bubt which kind of
pelision, whether At is onc furbthering -an's develop—
mend, the unfoldins of hils speclfically human powers,
or onc naralyzing them.do
Mot divine revelatlon or supernatural grace will redeem

but only rationel effori to understand his sltuation

and 40 devise a culture and institutions comnatible with

neecdn, Throush helsht ned rationality alorne cen he

Anto the full measure aof mon,

35mworn, Paychoonalyeis and Relismion, ». 26.
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CHAPTER V
DAVID RIESMAN

Davld Rlesman differs from the three wriicrs pre-
viously Adlscussed in that he is nat, in the first inntance,
a nsychiatrini Rleaman graduated from the llarvar? Lew
Schonl, tansht lawv at the University of “uffalo afteor
servlice as law clerik to Justice Prandeils nnﬁ levuty acosist-
ant diastricet attorrey of Hew York County, and finallr cane ¢o
the Univeraslty of Chicaco as a nrofeszor of socisl scienco,

While he writes thot mueh of wheat he hos leoarned in the
aoelnl selences derives from his colleazues at the University
of Chicaro, ho also emphasizes the importance of hig training
in psychoanalysis, e studied to;n minor cxtent under Harry
Stack Sullivan, the so-=called fou%der of inter-ncroonal nor-
chiatry, ard Ernest Schachtels his study of nsychoanalysis
s nrinarily under Erdch Fromme '"Much of my work," he ex-

Individn "‘;;"

plaing in the Aintroductlion to his booiz of easeys,

Recongcileored, "iso in the 'neo-Freudian' tradiition of these

enalysts.” It has
involved the effort to relate social structuwre to
character structure& and to bhring sucr nsychoanoly-
tie mothods as the "depth interview" and internreto-
tions of dreams anl Tolk tales out of the ccnnulti.,
roons and into the study of large-senle soclel syatems,
Anl, needless to gay, this onort is nart of o vast
movenent under way Tor several deecades in_sorial anthro-
polosys, soclal nnyeqology, and socinlozy.

1pavid Riesman, Individuslism Reconsidered (Glenco,
I1linoiss The Free Presc, 10G4), DhDe ll-2,
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If we wore to estoblish a contimmn of paycho=~soclolosy
ntretehins from noyeholony informed by coclolosy 4o soelolony
Informed by psycholozy, Horney misht be roushly placed ot one
end of the contlmmm, Riesman ot the other, and Fromm in the

approximate middle, With Rieswman, then, we move further into

i !

the sociclosical aspects end implicationz of moyehic=-nociclony,
It 1s 4lfTicult to define with eny precision, es-
neclally within o few introductory sentences, the direction

of Ries an's thought. One reason for this is his acbhhorrence

oo

A oy vy ey - - 22 - =
dogmetism end his readiness, even eagorness, %o suspend

final wigrent pending reexanination of his owm subtle

-~

Dleoses, He assumes that he hes them.= le avoids, almost

on nrineinle, the dedicated positlion, fearlng lest he becone

N, »
3

amande B N .. -~ n
Tanatle erusceding against fanatlclism.

fle writes:

Tha, there are issues on which I am a relativist
and issues on vwhiech I am an absolutict and those in
which I am in doubt as to what I am, or should be,
Such moral exncrimentalism, while 1t hes the perils
I have 2lready mentloned end others I imow not of,
is essentisl Af we ore to meet 1ife flexibly,
ligtening to the ancestor within and the friend
without, bubt not bound to obey either.”

Perhans an orientation to Riesman's thoucht will be
mrovided by an exeniration of hig remarks on Condorcet's

Slretch of an Historiecal View of the Frosregss of the Human

Snirit, which Rlesmen czalls

2 orzat monuwnent to faith in hunan powsr to shape human
deatiny. Condorcot refused to be dinmwayed cliher by

2506, for examnle, "Velues in Context,", ibil., »p. 17-25.

BIbld. 9 P- 23.




65

hlg ovm experience of human meanness and savagery

or by his wide historical reecdins in the annals of

cruelty z:.‘."'l errors IFor he rested hls hopes, not

cnly on "observatiocn of what man hes herctofore

heen, and what he is at »resent,™ but also on his

underastonding of the potentielitles of hurtan nature .4

It hes proved mere Aifllcult than Condorcet forecow to
levelop tlicse poientialitice. The raw material of human
nature is shaped by culture into the organized force of &
narticular character structure, which in turn creates a

2l structire. Since the soelizl structimre and the

]

charocter structure tend to nermetuate ench otlnmr, they arec
both relatlively lntractable to changes Though in America
we nre neoay Coniorcet's dream of the conquest of poverty,
his drcem of the conguest of heppiness seems ever more re=
mote. Yet we oucht not to sneer at him and other phlloso-
ohers of the Enlightennent for laciking a sense of the human
limitntions on improveuncnt. The sneer is unimagsinative,

gondoreet's soientific, empirical method urges us

+0 sec nrecisecly how recent changes in character

gstruetwre, as well as in the conditions that gove

vrise Lo them, have helned to deny utovie., Ills

philogsonhy then invites us to apply huren resson

and effort to the iporovement of the human condlition

ag thus understond.-

This explains The Lonely Crowd's subtitle: A Study of
the Chansine Americon Charscter,

Choracter Ricsmen defines as:

+the more or less nermenent soclally end Ez:}storically

conditioned orgenization of an individunl's drives

orl satisfaetions == the ind of "set" with which he
approachecs the worli and peopnle,

47pid., De 99
5Ibid.
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. Soeinl o ° haractor® is that »art of “eroroeter” whilch
18 shared among !31."‘"‘.1‘.’.‘1:'3"‘"1’. pocinl proupa and uhich,

as mont o *te:-mornr:,' soninl selenticts define ét, is
the produect of the cchrﬂ.c’xco of theae groups.®

Riesgman quotes Frich Fromm in this context:

In order that any sociecty may Tunction well, its mom=-
pera maest ..c':ulro the kind of character which r"alzea
them went to et in the way they have to act a

menhers of '.he ﬂoeiet.J or of a spccinl class 1.:1tnln
it. Thoey have to degcire what o..;cctlv-"'l_; is
neccssary for them to do ;g_g._r_*g force is replaced
by inner comnuls 1cm. n':.’. hy the particuisr kind of

hman cpersy "'Ir'i'l is chameled into charachter

- s
AL GG . i/ |

Such o moie of cncuring conformity is built into the
child, onid theon elthecr encouraged or frustrated in later
adult expericoners Whlle no society is qulte preascilent
enoush to ensuro that the -zo-le' of confornity it has incul-
atell will catisfy those subjeet to it in every otose of
Life, yot it As unlikely that socletiess and individunls can
live without sone “"mode of conformity."©

Ihe Loncly Crowl 1s largely a descrinilon and histori-
cal study of three modes of conformlity or soclial characters.
Riesman ealls them tradliition=direction, inner=directlon,anrd
other-idirections The chorascteroloslical develonments which
he discusses are furthermore linlted 4o certzin population

shiftc in Western soclety since the Middle Agea. An adequate

Cnavia Riesms n, Nathan Glazer, anl Reuel De r‘nc'r, The
Lonelwr Crowd, abridged by the aart.*mru ( Tew Yorlk: Doubleds: ay
‘n_ f'O- ruﬁounleﬁ.-ﬂy MChO!‘ BOOﬂ. c. 1 ). "1. 18.

Tibid., pre 19-20,

BIbi@..'_’ nNe 20,
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dlsensnlion of this 1link would corry us toc far afieli. It
si:ould be enoush Lo state thot Riesron Tinds three phases
on any socicty's pomulation curve: a neriod of hizh growth
notentiael le followed by an era of transitional ponmulation

srowth which ie in turn suceceeded by a period of incinient

high growith potentlal develeops in its

hers a soclal. character whose conformity is in-

sured by thelr tendency to follow tradition; it is:ao
soclelty dernendent on tradition-direction. The socicety of

tronsitlonal nopulatlion growth develops in 1is typical mem-
hers a nocianl character whose conformity 1s insured by
thelir tendency to acqulre early in life an Internalized set
of monlo: +this sociecty is dependent on inner-idirectlon.
Finally, the soeciety of inciplent population decline
develons in its typical members a social character whose
confor=ity is insurcd by their tendeney to be senasitized
to the exmectatlions and preferences of others: this coclety
is dependent on other-lircetion, 0

In a soeclety charocterized by tradition-dilrection the
confornity of the individual is largely dictated by power
relations that have existed Tor conturles wlth but 1little
61ifliecations The culture controis behavior ninutely, and

srovides rituel, routine, oni religion to cceupy and to

OIbid., Pne 21=4,

101h1d.. De 230
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orient everyone, Little enercy is expended in a scarch
Tor new solutions of o0ld problems.
This does not necesserily mean that the peonle are
happy, for the soclety to whose traditions they are adjusted

nay be & nmlecrable one, riiden with enxiety, sadiom 2nd dis-
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the porlial character comes as close ae it ever does to
lookin~ 1ike the mairizx of the gocial Torms themoclves.t:
As a socicty moves into the period of tronsitionel
nonmulation growth, pressure on the soclety's ways cnlls
Torth o now alate of character structures, The soclety is
charncterized by inercagsed pcorsonal mobllity and an almost
conatant expancions The greater nhoices which this soclety
=ivee are handled by character types who can manage to live
soeinlly without atrlct and self-evident tradition-iirection.
These are the inner-directed tyness

Thelr source of direction is "inner" in the sense that
it ic implanted early in life by the elders omd dlrected
toward generalized but nonethelesz inescapably deatined
coalo. Too =any choilcoes mist be mede in such a soclety to
nermit a2 ~2ole which can oncompasg then in advence, Conse=
anently +-e problem of personel cholce, solved in the earllier
neried by chenneling cholee through rigid soclel organization,

ig solved in the periecd of transitional growth by channelling

1lIbid., pne 26-Te
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cholee throush o rigid thoush hizhly Andividucslized
cheracter, The inner-idlrected porson is not, strictly
spealling, frce from tradltlons On the contrary, traii-
hls ends and inhiblt his cholce of means.

A new paychological mechanism is invented which Riesmen
ecalls a "psycholomieal gyroscone." This instrument, once
set by the »arents anl other authoritles, keeps the innor-
""m course” even when tradition no longer
Aictates his !:!ovc‘s.l2

In the neriod of inciplent ponulation decline, people
ind themselves with material ebuniance and leisure besides,
They nay Tor these beneflts, howevery, by Tinlinz themselves
in a centralized and burcaucratized socliety and in o world

shrmnken anl asitated by the contect of nations, races, and

culturco, The hard endurinsness and enterprise of the
irmer-1ireccted types are somewhat less necessary unier these
new condlitions. Incrcasingly, othar peonle are the problem,
not the materlal environment. And as people mlx more

videly and hecome more sensitive to each other, the sur-
viving Sradlilons become stlill further attenuated, Gyroscopic
contrel 1s no lonmer suflficiently flexlible, and a new psy-

'3 de WD e aem

cholo~ilcal rechanism is ~alled Tor,

127bldes DR 29-32,
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What iz common to 2ll the otheor=iirccted peonle is
that thelir contermoraries arc the sowrce of Airection Tor
the Indiviiunl=-cither those Imown Lo him or those with
whom he is indirectly acquailnted, throush friends and
throurh the mass media of communisations This aource is
Lhe genge that dependerce on 1% for
suldonece in 1ife is imploanted early. But the goals toward
which the other-iireceted peraon strives shift with that
snidonce: 1% 1s only the process of striving itsell and
the »rocess of nayling close attentlion t¢o the signels from
othern that remain unaliered throughout lifes This mode
of “eeonin~ in touch with others vermits & close behavioral
confermity not tihrousgh 4drill in behavior itsclf but through

an execentinnal sensitivity to the actlions and wisheés of

While all peonle want arnd need to be liked by some of
the peonle some of the time, the other-dlirected tyne makes

this hia chief source of directlon and ehicf erco of sensli-

The iredition~directed type is shamed into aprromriate
beheovior., When 4he inner-lirected person mets off course
he pequirss a feellinc of sullt. As against gullt and shame
controls, though of cource these survive, one »rime psycho=-

lorical lever of the other-directed person is o diffuse

1571324, Do 33-8.
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anxiety. Thie control eaulpment, instead of helng lllke a
myrosconc, resenbles raiar.la

I% is important to nmote that Riecsman finds contemporary
metropalitan Amerles 0 e the bezst illustiration--perhans
the only illustrotion so far——of a soclety in which other=-
dlreetion is the dominant mode of ensurins conformity.
Unless present trends are reversed, he assumes that the
hesoamony of other-direction in Amerlicea is not far OFF o2
Thus while Rieoman hee dArown hise econcept of other-direction
larcely from Frich Fromm's digenosion of the marieting

orientation in lfan for Himgelfl, 16 nig emphagls cn anxlety

an nn imnortant nsycholomical lever irndleates 2 lireal con-
rection with the theorles of Karen Horney.r7

The other=idirceted nerson geeks ad’uatment; he secks to
have the shepacter he is supposed to hove and the outer
anpnurtances that are supposced to o with-it. If he fails
to Tfind 24 justment, he becomes anomlc.t® (Aromic is Enslish
coinorce from Emile Durkhein's gnomigque meaning rulelass,

un-overned.) lMeorcover, he nmay achieve uttor conformity in

behavior at so hizh a price as to lead to a character

neurosis ari anomie.t? Dot there is snother vossibility,

l41mid., Ppe. 40-=2.
151hid., De 36
161 !}’IE.G. ‘-'.1. 38.

17David Riesman, Faces in the Crowvd (Yew Haven: ¥ale
University Press, 19527, Ph. 348, 360,

18Riceman, Glazer, anl Denrey, The Lonelv Crowd, ne. 276,

19;1’)1:1.., De 270
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in addition to adjustnent and anomle; and that is cutonony,.
"At mont," Ricaran writes, "the othor-iirceied man occasion-
olly so-s 4o he autononous, "0

While the similarity between Sicsmen's accent uron suto-
nomy anrnd Frorm's emphasis uncn man "i‘or himopelfl 1s an napparent
one (Riesman has drawm frealy upon ror*r*'c "aroductive
orientation® faxr his concept of m'.tonow),"‘!l the gimilari-
>0 ennnot be atreased et the expense of a nroper cmmhosia

legmon and Fromnm

unon the Aifforences senarating the

onalrocs, The Aifference is not so nmueh in aralysisc nor so

ntenaely, persuasively; the titles of
the Tooks dinrusped indiecate the hortetory nature of his work.

Ries an writes in a dctached, resigned fashion, almost like

-

ails to become autonomous, wWe can very

hen s80Meor
often ser whet blockeges have stood in his way, but
wen somecone suecceeds in the overt setiting in which
othera haye falled; I nyself have no ready exnlanation

o Tu ® ¢
01 Clll1Ge %

D
ok by

Wien people esi, as thoy sometimes do, how i ey can he-
cone oubtonomous, the answer canmot he »ut into words.

Hevertheless, the other-directed person camot proeeced
towvard autonomy by any obther route than that of self-

awnrereas, twhich means in part verbal-metant:oriecal

201vid., pe 276e
211'.) fl.. D. 301.

22Tbid., De 202
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poclf-auarencsa, with all 1ts hazardss «+ « »

Congeguent 'L-,f, the varlous exhortations that now call
'\r*c-r'...c ang back to earlier n."rita.r'os of laner strength
are of very an blzuous valuc to modern -uﬂ. Modern
»nan, all things cons l2ered, 1s 11-..-1" thinlz too
11l of :-:-.msnl"‘ as 1¢ 1o hc nced.s f"r 'b of a1l to
realize h AlTficult 1% g to Tind the risht wey,
anl how "‘o'r o:{‘ his atripe have bcen there befare. Th
anpearance of competence that the neotraditionallist
preaclhicrn convey is sinplj disquletin~ to the Hamlets

of our time whio are avn that not O"!.l'y' more probvlemns
but with them more "‘ee..ir*"c- ordst than 4he corlier

4 mrromd o {n 5 .‘-.10‘00,1._‘__;

Ries~aon conelides The Lonely Crowdg

Put while I have sald many things.in this bonk of vhich
I o~ unsure, of onc thing I an swes: the enormous _ro-
tentialities for 11.vc~m..ty in nature's bounty and men'
capaclity ..o differontiate their c:-:ncrj.croo con bCCOn.G
valued by the individuel himself, so that he will no

be tempted :".'.'\1 coerced into efl..u.,‘..'c'-’c. or, failing

nd ,’,m-*. crt, into anomlies The idea that men are
created ._z'c ﬂ.ﬂf" equal isg voth true and misleading

men :".:.-r: created *'...Z‘f‘o"e::".'.; they lose thelr soclia 1
Lfreedom and thelr Individual autonomy in sceelzing to be-
~omz 1iise cach other.24

From o nerilies of elaborate conjecturen, Riesztan concludes

that a polerization may be going on at the present time in
soclety. Whille many people are 1031*- thelr social and

charactorolosicnl defenages against the group, & fow peonle
are hecoming more self-consclously auternomoua than beTore,
Thouzh noliticzlly weat, this “seving romngnt® is paychi-

cally sirong, and by its very existence 1t threatens the

whole shaly mole of ndaptetlon of the majority.

P3rapes in the Croud, nn. T36-T.

240 Tonely Oroul, e 340




T4
Yen Jdo have some control over the fate by wvhich their
narectoers are modcs

Sy showlnz how 1life can he lived with vitality end
harminess oven in & tine of troubles,. thie auvtonos
mous peonle can hecone a ooclial Toree, indeecd o
Tnavine ponnant.’ Dy converbing prosent helnlepne
neao irte o contltion of advance, they lay th

srounivork for & new socl c:t;ré though, liko Coa.-?.oz'cet,
thay may not live to see 1t,

.

e

257 00man, Individualism Reconsidered, nne 119-20, :
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SEBASTIAIY DE GRAZIA

Jocleo=-nzychology, it would scem from the threc preo-

cf.v"!?‘.--.-- P |
eaLnrs 4

incusslons, lecads ineviiadbly towerl slorificetion
of Indlviduality, ecutonomy, willincness end abilitr to

& on ) - T
stand glones Dut

.4 1o poseible to draw another eonelusicn,

Dereniing uwoon one's narticular blas, it could be spid
elther that sone ngycho-sociologlsts have mone one step
farthior or that thoy have failed to talke the finel and
cosentinrl stene. Riesran's deprecation of the neotroiition-
allst nreachorz, quoted ehove, is in part 2 rejectlon of
the econrpe which has teen Tollowed by Sebastian de Grazia,
De Trazla, like Rleannng is not primarlly o poyehia-

cently an asplstoant professor in the social
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selencen at the University of Chieaso, he is now professor
of nolitical seclience at Georgetown University. But thoush

e Crazip is in the Tirst inctance a political sclentist,

Nnig 00D

Pl

8 ore drawm nore from a stwily of nsychoanalysis

t"mn of »nolitical secience, I[Iis Tirst book, ggg Political
Commmitswas sub=-titled A Sindy of Anomie," afier Durihein
once asain, and drew its date nrineipally fron posychological
studles, Hls sccond work, written as & sequel to Lhe

Political Communiity, 1s titled Errors of Psychotherany anl

is, almost in its entirety, an cxemination of the prenises
andl methodology of nsychoanalysis and reloatci forms of

Cloma

rentel hoalinse
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To rcturn to the contraest pointed out in the first
percsranh ahove, De Grazie atands In one sense at the
enrposlite pole from Horney, Rleaman, and Fromm, all of whom

mlrht he ecalled defonders of individunlism. De Grazian

BPut the "ﬂr*q is porched with the aridity n; the In-

Q. r"ﬁ“ constont, alwavs o sirm of 1sorﬂcr,

of the individusl has uﬂi*ﬁ*cﬂ t.w Westorn

riwao ttc Acaths of Alexondcr and uriuuou1o.

14 then, as now, wanted.for men of station and

Onece more it needs the ileals of the Citi=

n of dubies and rennon" bllitles, a man of
slgniTicance; of rolicious ﬂnﬂ nolitical

man with status In the political communility.l

Taine his cue from Aristotle; "Man is a political
AMirenT B e e m e mead s -
anirmal, o CGrazia writen:

nout the »politicel community, & -an is o nanelsss
Ot te . The state is the ri*ncsu soculay organizo-
tlon beecau e 1ilze 1%s ecounterpart, the relisious
corunitys it exists to proteat r » Trom his createst
Tony —- "uulntion. T he lives 1n this foar, 'he can
never rise to his fullest potentialltien. It 1s
rother lronic that in this age without 2 sense of com-
munlty charses ere often heard teau the dignity of the
inliviinal is losts Once the cerse of conmumity is ~
reseined, dignity again wlll envelop the individusl.”

llote that De Grazie, like the othor nsycho-soclologisots

i, i concerned for ithe develorment of the individuel
ord hls potentinlitless Tut he docs rot make the assumptlon

that the individual can only develop his potentinllties

trrouzh antonomy, by dlvoreing himself from the cormunity

lochastioan de CGrazia, The Politlical Comrmunitr (Chilcaso:
University of Chicazo Press, 19&55. ns X1,

thih., ne 180, Also Sebastian e Grazins Errors zrs
."'1"!.23-.

Esyehotherany (liew York: Doubleday & Co., 1952
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and then ro-rclating himeclf via a "productive orientao-
tlon." For De Grazic, the community io the matrix within
vhlrsh alone the full develonnent of the individval ean tal:
rlace, VWhile Horney and Froma both siresa the neel for on
effectlve relatlonship of the individunl to soclety, tiecir
erimory conceorn is for the imdividual and his orientation,
De Crazla ls more concerned with society's organizaton and
ite abllity to satiefy the individuel's needs, with, one
mirht sny, coeclety's relationship to the individual,

The difTercence here 1s rot as gubtle a: the ahové ro-
marizs mi~ht indicate. There is a2 funlamental Alfference in
attitnle hetween the theorles of De Grazia and, for exrmnle,

y Phat De Grazia'’s statocrent aboubt the

."I
-
.")
'J

arldlty of the Individual brings out sharply. Arni the

thecorcetienl AlfTerences at this level sotem in turn from

Aiffercnces at the level of each writir'as understandiine of

hwian natwre and humen potentialities, g
De Jraszia reallzes that the argument must he carried

back to %hlis point. Polltlcal sclence dare never forget

o

to ascume that "everyone Torn alive is elither 2 orn indivi-
&

H

Tnallist or a simple sort of democrat,"
Howevor, digeussion of the "doectrine of humen nature"

-

n De Craziza or ony of the pareho=saclcloglstn must bhoware

Errors of Pavchotheoranw, ne 1li,

it it reste upon the nature of Tﬂﬂ;B it 1s ot onfe simply
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of 2 piltfall, It will be reccalled that Hormey and Fromm

"oumen nature," Yo

vere both antasonistlice to the phrase
doubt sporme of this hostillity arose as & roaction ageinst
Frevd's blological determinism, But bz that as it may,
Horney and Fromm are both unwilling to go any farther than
the concession that man 1s "structured" in a certain
feshlon, They will not allow him e fixed and blologi-ally
miven humon nature.

It iz superficlinlly temnting for the orthoiox Chris-
tian stulent of anthronclogy to deduce Trom certain conclu-
sions of De Grazis thet he holds to a doctrine of orisinal
gln. !lc docs not, at least not in the sense that
Christinanity has historically defined it, somothing with

¥hich —an is born, There ia no evidence that De Grazila

belicves pan 40 be Yorn with any particuilar naturs, pre=-
éisposed to evil or good, or with a leaw “written inm the
heert." Although we are justified in speskinz of human
nature, wececannot interpret the nhrase to mean sometiiing

given herceiitarily. Let De Grazla himself 1llustrate hils

The helplessness of the hurman orgenism at blrth and
for some suncecding years 1s a blologlcal fact with
immense scclal imnortance. - Because of 1t, all
humans receive a2 number of like expericnces, It
would be a mistake to describe tho effect of these
expericness on the growins indiviiuel as the in-
fluence of hereditys « « « Rigorously spealilnz, the
telitale signs of similar upbringing exvericnces
are not atiributeble to heredlty: yst, in seeming
paradiox, they almost inevitably appear because of
the heredltary makeup of man, The feebleness of the
mrnan infent thus neccositates a number of uniform
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cultural exnericnees.”

The uniformities of chlldhood experience incluile Tour
important situatlonn of anxlety in the early history of the
human orecanisms  a2bhsence of attendants, withirawal of affece-
tion by attendants, dliscovery of the limitation of attendants,
and nartial abandonment by attendants. Each of ithese crises
commences with o deterioration of the child'a syatenm of be=
liefa about the world and terminates with the acguisition -of
& rnow or reviscd get of belliefs. The child 1ls presented
carly In life with the ideatlional content of nolitical and
relli~ious bellefs, but he accents them only aficr being con-
fronted with the possiblility of the loss of lovins care and
an orderly, ~ratifyins worlds DBellefs can psrform thelr
nroner oaveholoslecal funection bheecause they define the avpro-
nriate wors for obtaining »rotecilve assurance, and they in-

ddecate the superlor powers whe can srovide that assurance.

The need Tor o boldy of moral bellefs 1is thus, in De Grazila
view, funiamentally & need for assurance that critical
situationn of helplessness will not reeur, Thus, bellief-
syoteoms cerve as rrotection asainst the anxlety of separatlon

provelted by such situationg O

e Arezin, The Politleal Comrunity, De Te

Gmhis is an 21l too brief st rary of the thesis in The
Polit;ca] Copmunit a thesie unon which the later work,
rrors of Psvchctreraﬂv, also rects in part. The complete
Hlenusgiﬁw ig contained in De Grazia, Thc Political Community,

TN e ';...’JG
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It would spnear from this that De Grazia is sayinz two
thines of intercst to us: Firstlﬁ. man cannot live wlthont
moral heliefs; accondlly, these moral beliefa are the crcation
of the ecommunity. DNoth thene assertlions are in Tact rrinery
tencts of De Crazia's ereed, The Polliticel Commumity is de-
voted 1o the tasll of »roving the inevitabllity of -these
mornl bellefa and showing what happens when they are wealienecd
throurh intorent contradiction and matual incompatebllity.

2rrors of Pesvchotherany leaves no doubt as to the

-

oririn of morsl Beliefo: "NMo, morality is not inborn,"?

Yorallty, Aifferinz from land to land and from ase to ane,
remresonts "the community's efforts to reach 2 natursl low
on the Suet relations of ren,

Do 2razia's eritlique of modern meychotherany berina
with the arsertion that neurosis is nothing more or lcas
than moral disordere

It wonll pcem that concretc modern evidence confirms
ihat the scattered materlals of history and ethno-
rarhy could only surrest. The neurosis is a moral
1soriicrs « « o The person who Frin"c his case to

t¢ nsychotherapist bhrings a DfOﬂlCﬂ that is causing
him ““*ﬂt suffering andi onc that for him involves
moral ¢ nflﬁct, co“f Llet o" tween right and wrong, rood
and hm?, o confliet over ourhtﬂoqs,' over ztaniardis
or ideals vhich ne has anl eamot hy himself chan:e.»

Tne Granin, lrrorg of Psychotherany, ve. 110,
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The nerson who consulits the naychotheraplst obviously
suffera, fle Imows thore is something wrong with him, which
is enusirz him hardshin, nain, and humiliation. This
suffering the modern psychotherapist calls "anxlety."
Anxiety, ac Freud and lofney both azree, 1s the essential

factor comron to All NeroSEsS.

.1

et why is the person anxious? ihat 1s the obhjeet of
this anxlety? Oe Grazla finds the answer in the feellng of
sullt whlch the patlent experiences, the gullt which Horney
recaried as the erucial element in the dynamics of neuroszes,
The rrohlem of the neurotic 1o suffering due to sullt. Thus,
he econcludes, every neurotic 1s actually tormented by a
moral ceonTliet,; & confliect of right and wrong.lo
It would Tollow from this; Be Grazie reasons, that the
cure of neurosis liecs in o therapy which nrovides direction
for the prrson tormented by conflicts And from a broad
tudy of nsychoterany, as nracticed from primitive tribes
tc molern Vienna, he concludes that the sucressful ithera-
nist 7ocn indecd glve moral iirection.ll
However, much of modern pasychotherapy, anl espcelelly

that which followe closely in the tradition of Froeud, ils

101114
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®
11hia, This eonclusion ip stated snecificnlly on
Pe 103, The lengthy arzument which De Grazle emplors to
refute the notion that moicrn psychotherapy 1o non-
directive--that, In “act, nni sucrcsoful therapy has been
non=1irective==is found =p, 42-102,

1=
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unable, on doctrinnl srounds, to achnowledse the moral
dlsorier of neurosis or its converse, the moral omlor of
heelth, Henee it wos compelled to produce a therapy of
toleration.*® Hather than be evaluative, rather thsn sdmit
that thelir task was 40 give moral direction, molern psycho-
theranlats have preferred to lot the patient think that
vhatever he wanted was risht. They mave moral direction, in
othryr words, but it was dlrectlon toward amorality. The
natlents emargsed a2ll with confliecting directives, Hero,
De Crazia maintzing, lles the tragedy of modern nsychotherany.
How con the enllective effect of peyciotherany in the
cormunity he good when the moral directives which it gzives
elash with each othor? A community 1ls an organism and vhen
itn eclla ont coch aother 1t Aieg,Ld By sending individunl
paticnts out of the office not cured (for cure is today o
nystery) bhut feeling hepplzr, the total amount of mora
eonfusion and conflict within the comrunity ls in no way
diminished, "It is truly written that if the blind lead the
blind both willl f2l11 into a ditch-"14

If the rnsychoihsranist has falled, who 1ls left to

"aelpn the afflicted soul," to "bring him back into the

community," to "offer him a place of light and refreshment?”

121nid., pe 160,

133b4d., ps 155. GSee also the dlacusslon of "The Four
Walls of the Modern Healer," nn. 132=62,

14yp1d., pe 160.
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Rellision, nerhans?:S  De Grazia oxamines the notlion that
this 1z the task of religion at great lensth,

But he discovers that Roman Catholiclarm ap well as
rotentantisn has inerceasingly deemphasized confession and
absolution (the Romanists here iﬁ Americe unider the in-
fluence of Frotestant relativisn), Confession and absolu-
tion, or the aect of Torgiveness, restores the individuval to
the eommunity ezainst which he has sinneds It 18 a truth-

.

ful therany, recocnizing the moral nature of the person's
problem, and it bullds moral unity while a tlerapy of '
toleratlion only corrupts morality.ls But the wlllingness
of elersymon to 4rink Imowledge from the streams of

"selentilfic® naychothorany and thelr refusal to recomnize

and hold on to the genuine elements in thelr owvm traditional
healins methed hes male modern religlon & cold houses
"Healin: is dead in the modern church. It hail no peace to

oiTer the shrife-torn soul. The doors of the temple are

The eclercymen's standard objection, accordilng to De
frazie, has been thet they had no rights God speaks

directly to each man, without the nzcessity of 2 mediating

lEI‘L‘iﬂ.g’ Ne 162.

161?}1!1. 9 MMe 179-800

1?113131-, e 15T
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pricste Dy what avthority, then, can we use confesslon and
absolution?
flerc De Grazla makes expllceit what has previcusly been

clte Tioceuse the community is the source of morel he-—

(&
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=
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liefs, becouse it is azeingt the community that the imrorsl

¢

nersen sing, therefore forziveness "ia the unique posscasion

of the eommunity with its moral structurc. =eturn unto "y

ulS

enTs, and I will return unto you. The risht 4o for-

Five 1s hence a right which the community bestows upon its

If the priest or the minister takes the atiltule, then,
that the individual's -onsclence should reizn supreme, the
individual cannot be helped, And the priest or minlster is
abdicating. De Grazia writes:

Jod's sllence has often boen a tricl to mens 7o cire
cumvent 1i, however, by saylng Christus oro me or God
is mine, iz in me, and 1s known to me alone, docs not
onen un your ears to hcaven. The result i1s a poor
mretenae at private hebnobbinz with Cod, an only-child
relislion that hopes to0 woo God into a folie a rfdeux.
¥ou rmm about this earth, whispering ard listening,

1 thoush the voice 1g there 1t ls not there for you,
In the end you cravl back 1o seculer paychoblhcrapye « «

°
an

All nsychotherapy 1s evidence against the doctrine that
man needs no nrovision for moral suldsnce, The doctrine
is certainly not true Protestantism, Luther considered
hingelf a churchran by the grace of Gold, That was his
wocntione e wos called to minlster end to teech, to
sive selfless sarvice to manklnda to medlate bztwcen
God and mon for his fellow men.l?

The deetrine of moral independence is not & doctrine

of the Reformergs but of the Fnlightenment wlith its sceular

181n4d., ne 183,

197maa. s DDPe 108-909,
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Individnaliom, In 2 Lelling pnesagze De Orazla comicnis:

Hovrinre come to 1ife with the »roclonation of an abe

golute reliance on divine foﬂrivcnesn, Protestantilisn

finda that without men of the stature and GOﬂ&-ﬁC-QG

of the Ne ﬁ“"orq it ca'not cnﬂtinue +o0 mroeclain this
2o

l'

The ?Piﬂhu, the minister is needed., And risht now
?f is neecded to say to men that this is true, certain,
2l without falschood -- God does not lie when Ie
ives His promise of _Or"lVﬂ“Cua. This is as godd
, was in the days of the Redecmor,2t

= §
e

3
0
Q
jte

De Grazia concludes sedly:s

Lenave the clergsyman to bemocan his outeast states He
had the T"o‘ﬂﬁﬂ"o but he had n the love. He there-
fore lont tho authority to heal anl now cn bc lefh
maseun plece, the church, in faithful-re-
anong the ws"o*oa"nreﬂ*sts that one 'Tinds
neen o willinemess to for-ive .22

<l
R ‘. o .~
LC "¢en Nie
~ -iia
nair, It isg
a8t

8 v ~ P
LD Pare insc

n-'-r

Wt are the steps, then, which paychotherapy ousht to
Tellow: First of all, 1t must recognize the moral nature

of the neurctlic problem, Then ettention must be fixed on

8 sveedy solution; for unresolved moral tension leads to
neurosls, an! neurosis 1f not tended leads to the feormation
of a new ani rrivate system of morality which is paychosis,
Paychosis removes the rullt end the conflict, 1t makes the
nerson happler, but it also slienates him from ti'e community
so that "the socul cankers,"®3

Therapy mast tharefore mroceed with an end in view.

This in the sceond steps It must ©ind & standard by which

20Inid., Pe 200,
21Ibid., ne 203
221104,

231bid., PRe 225-G.

P
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1% con juige the desirability of the changse which it worl:

In Individnal men, It eannot malke the connrote —on over

-
=
ch

Lo thls ldenl man, but 1t can help him a feow stens

closer.=” Andl the one unbreakable law would be that no tech-
nigue could he anrlied that misht in the short or lonz run
violnte this ldeal of character.25

At this noint in his argument De Grazia siretches a little

ranne Daces someone arsue that the counselling which De

Grazia surreats is nothlng more then confesscion, that the

healir-r is only absolutlon, that the "ideal character® is

nothin~ but the imitation of a Christ, that, in short, this

is not naychotherapy but religion? He is correct.
Talke each school of psychotherany separately; it is a
redenntlive system, desipgned to relleve gnilt, Take
them together; they are a snarled mass of confllcting
noral teachings, Take them separately, tune them to=-
mether like the strings of a lute; harmonize t?@ir
nowledse and ideals; tihey heecore o relislon.2C

Minallr, in fashioning their ideanl of rman, the paycho-
therapists must rot negleet "the law thet cannot be violated.,"
Commmity 1s the natural order of mane An Ideal of man must

- -,

place him in community with othor men.27 This is the third

2%1n1a,, pe 207.

251bid., pr. 212-3,

2611149 e 214=5,

NN

2TIbid., De 215.




87

and last requlrement of an improved paychotherapye. And it

carries the nsyehotheranist into an area for which he is

(]

Sl )
not trained.<“

Those resronsible Tor lmowledge of the connsctednens
of things wlthin the communitiy and the ordering of
them to."w‘ thie hizhest gocd are the statoasman and the
theoloslan, s « » The communities they rcnre"crt, the
‘:1Lh-ca1.4"‘*\11 sious co-—unities or the great
cormunity, talte in all of nan's TiTe, ’.'ne;'l.r's is the
task of “FL‘““: ond holdings before men's eyes the

vision of the 1_,“;,.\1 comm uq-ty. Cnly they Fove the
fraif;;cn and the trnininv %o do thia. Theirs 1la the
Bende yp o

u_,‘_l_,‘..l-.'

Simnle toleration is not enough., "One »assior must he
Juiged wrons and the other richt, accoriing to the ideals
of the ecommunity. 20

Yet the mastering of nature 1s hard, ¥an is a desiring

£ S

eraature, an’ it is necessory to provide in the community
the mearn whoreby sowe rellef can be offered. Thls is
where the flexible remedy of forsiveness steps forthe
Forsiveness in psychotherapy, in the curdnz of souls,
allows avthority to judge and yet reconsider that Jjuigment
without imperiling the moral stanﬂar&s of the community,
¥en are not infallible, But authority does not have to be
infallible to be authoritys Beceuse his rsmedles ore and

must be earth-hewn, man must say loud ani clear, "Right ard

wrons," and add soft and clear, "Forgiveness."”

EBIbig., D 217
221bld., Pe 218,
30Inid.s; ps 224

311-71-1-.' p:ﬁo 62,5-5
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De fOrazia wrltes in the Coda of Errors of Psycho-
therapy thail there are in the world fundarental principles
of moodness or justices lNan, the half-pereciving, half-
ereating being, tries to leern thene principles, All his
Sclence iz bent towsrdl thelr discovery. Those who are thousht
to mow the natursl law best ere invested with the authority
of the co-munity.

Duilt into wan is this institution--~community. Th
natural love of the mood in every men is its product, Noral
rules chance but the moral call is uncharngeable and insistso
always on the reslissimum--Men were born to be togethers If
3od's finrer hal mede 1ts furrows in rock when He pave IHis
law, He woul’ have usod those letters or the older ones:

Godl An wvour father and all ye are brethren. "You can, if
you will, call this institution dAivines In community the
ohjeetive and pubjective cspects of religion scolecee, 92

There are those who lilke to point out thot every man's
relizion is like a Tamlly wlth God as the father. They
think thet this proves relizion to be nothing mare then e
rrojeetion of the familys. It has never occurred to them

thet the »rojection could be a divine nrojection writ smell

onto man's institntions. Comrunity is stanped on men's soul.”

De Orasia's writing often takes on & mystical fervor.

As ¢ result it is sometimes dAifficult to appraciate Jjust

O
]
’J‘
£
1
(]
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that he has actually been sayinzm. It is oven more 4ifficult
to set down, by means of direct quotation or narasraph
summaries, the mist of hils arsuments A& resume such as this
omlts a mond deal and congequently leaves room for faulty
inferences, The most claring omission of this seoction is
its almost total Aloresart of the clozely reasoncd an
thororshly documented arsument of The Political Sormunity.
A summary an? restatenent is therefore especially reguired,
in which an attemnt will he male to nlace in orisr and ner-
snective the theories of De Grazia which make him relevant

to this stuly, and to make expliclt certain of his hasic

In The Politicsl Cormmunity, De Grazia omploys througsh-
— 2 of i~

ou, the term ruler (2lways italicized), He defines ruler
as "the entity, toangible or intangible, which membeora of a

com ity basliove able to control those aspects of the en-

vironmert necessary for the commonweal."2# The concent of

ruler rcoolves the epparent inconsistency in De Grazia when

he srealzs without distinguishing, of the commonweal, the

4]

will of %o

=

s oand moral beliefs,
The rulers have as thelir dnty the reculation of the en-

vironment. The ruled have in twrn the obligation to obey

the lew whieh the rulers establish.3® The baby's bottle,

e Grasia, The Politienl Commmunity; pe 22.

:':)I‘-‘if.-i.’ MNe e
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protection Tfronm foreign invasion, and favorable weatlepr
for the crons nre all features of the environment which
the rulers must rerulates Hence parents, kings, and God

are all rulers, at various stages of 1ife and to a varying

-ceam

extent within these stegece Bince the protection afforided
by parents, sccoular movernment, and @livine Irovidence is
all of o pliece, thelr authority is likewlsc once Ard the

lews which they promulgate must be e unity. The law %

(o]

wiieh they Aemand chedience is the basic law of the father:
love your brothers--whethor the father is biolomical parent,
a sSine, or Golde This primary law is the law of community,

a law vhich the child leerns along with the first affection
it reesives and which is constantly reinforced by 21l sub-
sequent. exnerlences This is but another aprrocch to the
ilctum quoted carlier: community is written on man's soul,

e foliviecal Compunity concerns itself primerily with

whet happens when bellef breaks down, wvhen feith in the
rulers io loch, or when the directives which they cive con=
tralict each other, The consequence l1s e.nomie.36

myrors of Psychotheravy is concerned with another
problem: the diificuliles which man expericncea in obeylng
the laws leid dowm by the rulers and the cure for the dilemma
in vhich he consequently finds himgelf,
both books, Pe CGrazia plays upon the theme that

the fanmlly, the politiecal community, and the relislous com-

361hid., pacoim, esnceislly nne A7-TGe
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mnilty ar- all one comsmnity, onc tut a mazpification or o
pmnll-gsenlc vérsion of anothars There 1s but one comunity,
and that is nltimately the community of which God is the
Tfother orl n which all men are brothors,

Sin 1o o tranozression of the communiiy's laws. 8Sin
provales the anxiety of ruilt in the samc fashion es flouting
of parental anthority occasions anxiety in the small child
combletely Acnendent upon his parents.

The individunl who hes within himpoelf 2 moral conflict
(an ineinicrt nmeurosis, for nourosis is moral disorler) ne-ds
moral ~unidaree, lie needs o be told by recliable and informed
outhoritlica whint ig richt and whet is wronz. If he trans-
es the 1law, he realizes that he hes alicnated himself
from theo commmity., e requires restoration. And thils for-
slvercon gunnlizs, The absolutlion can he pronounced by

anyone ahle 4o sheak in the name of the community.

= o 3
e Craszslia wmrites:

The theolosian 1s ricght, Why not admit 1t? ore than
anythins clse, the world neceds love. These scveral
mnired naces have shown that unless a humen helng 1o
welecomed to this world with love, he might as well have
heen otillborng that unless the wldenlng horlzon con=-
times 4o 2asure him of this love, he will not grow;
and unleos the religious and politicel bellefs which
pecure this love are :Lr-::'g:P unfeouled, he will wander
through 1ife in a maze,”

This is the conclusion to which De Grazia comcs after

lensthy and detalled stuly of situntions where thie inlividual

haps not heen welcomed with love and where the pollitical and

3TIb4d., p. 187
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rclizlious beliefs have not been left "unfouled "

There Lo o huge difference between Schastlan De Grazia
and Trlch Fromm, Mut this area of dlsagreermcnt must not be
permitted 4o concoal the fact that their analyeis of the
hmen sltuation 1s strikingly similar. On the nature and
the destiny of man they show more agreement then Aisacree=
ment, thourh their Tinal concluaions mey secem dlametrically
opposci. From ealls upon the indiviiuel to redeem himself
and to cotnblish & »roluctive orientation towardi himself,
nature anl hilas fellow men, Ne Srazia calls upon the com=
mmity to redeen man ani 40 malke possible for him a produc-
tive rolationship toward himself, nature, ard his fellow
man, 7t holh have discerned the same fundzmentel necds in

ran and oLl are concerned for his redemption. Thelir dis-
agreement ie pelnelpally in the eree of meanss on-t.!:c- nature
ani dectiny of man they are in baslc agreement,

The “lcesreerent with Riesman is pharper in the are-n of

amplication, UWhile Ricaran wants man oventually to transccend

De Orazis hins no such hone or cven desire. Vhile Riesman
loniic for the Tormetion of & social character which will
aweid anomio not by adjustment but by autonony, De Grazie
holde that only by oljustment can anomie be avoided. De
Crazice “iepelore wante the commmity's lews to D2 laws to

whieh the individurl can adjust without inner conflict.

ol
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But asaln we must not emphasize the differences ot
the exrence of the similorities. Ricsman and De 3razia use
the so~e aralysis of man; they azree on the human pliszht,.
And even in their respoetive solutions they are not Loo
ler apart 47 we reecall that Riesman looks in the foreseceable
Tuture only townrd the formation of & "saving remnant® while
D¢ Grazle crants the necesslty of rulers, of community
healers, of statesmen anl theoloziens who will orecate and
not just bow to the community's lawse
ohonld be noted that Riesrman does not want aute-omy
for pure rebellion’s sa:es He ohjlects to the Tfact that nen,
in 2d justing, are constrioting themselves in a fashion which
¥ill not permit the development of their Tull potentialities.
They arc adjusting 40 en irrational dictator,

e Oromin arsues in The Politleanl Communliv thot the

directlons which soclety in glving todey are also restrieting
the develonmont of man into the full measure of healthy an:
whole hunonity.

It could be argued that the difference between Riesman
and De Trazia 1s one of optinmiam and pessimism. Rlesmen
belleves thot individual man should rise ebove the irrational
and ptultifyins direction of the conmmunity. De Srazls dces

[ e

not. think he can, that 1f the community falls to provide

laws conslstent rith the nature of man and the Inmman cnter=

Trise, only anomie cnn result.




oh
It we eould also turm it around and argue thet De
Grazia ie the ontimist while Hlesmen is the pessinmisi,
» 1s Ricaman who sces no lmmediate pcsaiﬁility
for o chanme in socloty 2nd therefore direets his arcu-
ment to the inlividunl, &t the very least, =save thyself.
Wille Te CGrazin sces no chance for the individusl apert

)

from coclety's regencration, he does holl out hope Tor

such o regensratione It is surely a sicn of optimiem to
direcet an ar-ument at socilety as a whole and to urge that
the entire "community" save 1iseclf by e drastic roversal

- k. - - P, ] A am
el »ollery o attituile.




CHAPTIR VII
PAYOHO-800TOLONY IN THE COUTEXT OF THE SOCIAL SCIENCE
. : 8% Wit el U L rk n-oI \-I} l?OI [ -01!-5

The sirnificonce of psycho-soclolozy today and the in=

e 4t ...-

Tluenee which 1%e theorics have had will be bobtiter csiimatcd

if an atternrt 1s first mede to nlace them within the histor-
ical covtinuity of socinl and psychologleal science,

In the first place, the conviction that man is more

than the sum totel of his imstinctual drives and that a

wiha  Ua's

7 Inatinctive-=genctic psychology 1a insdequate did not
arice over—igsht in poychoanalysils, t surely 41d not spring
full-blown from the brow of Xeren lHorney.

Corl Jung, en aposhtate dlseciple of Freud, wrote in 193

The end=-nroluct of the ?"cuiiar mathod of explanation
o detniled claoration of man's shadow=slde such

as hnd never been carried out beforees It ls the most
elffective antidote imazinable to all ideslistic
11lusions a~out the nhture of man, « ¢ o« Dut I maine-
tain that there are not a fow among the opponents of
the method of :nlanﬂuan who have no illusion as to
an's q‘"10'hﬁqu0, and who object to a blassed por-
“rayel of man from uhe shedow=side alones, After all,
the esgential thing is not the shaiow, but the body
which casts 1t.+

Jung noted that about one-third of his cases were
sulferins from no clinlically definable neurosis,
rom the sengclecosness and emptinagss of thelr llves.

oo
" *
It seenms to me that &« « » this aan well be deoserihed as
t swencral neurosis of omr time.~

from the fernan bv e S, Doll an? Cary i, Saynes (¥ew Yorl:
Hercourt, “roce & Co. [erveat Dook], c. 1933), »n. 40-1.

2Ibid.; pa Ole

Loardl June, “oﬂern lan in S-erch of o Soul, translated
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Peonle eorc searchineg for meaning in thelr individuval

liven,

To be a norticle in a mass has meaning and charm only
for the man who has not yet advanced to thot stase,

ut none Tor the man wio hes experienced it to satiety.
The importance of indiviinel 1ife may alueys he denled
by the "edusator" whose nride it is %o ﬂrcc1 NAS8="1CN,.

But any othor nercon will soorgr or later be drivcn to

find this meaning for himself.”

-

In a criticel comporlssn of his views with those of
Freud y Jims wrliteo:

Vie modeims ere faced with the necessity of rcﬂiseovnring
the 1life of the anirit; we must 0.96“10100 it anew for
ourselves, 1t is the on‘y way in which we can brealk the
enell that binds us to the aycle of n1010"10a1 erentn e
Frould 2llowed his vision to be colored by the glassecs

-

of natholozy. %ut the psychotherapist

iLSes

must never allow himeelf to Torget that the ailing rind

1ind, and tqh,, fox al1 ite - 11~e"tst it
o .- ]
the waple of the psychic life of mon.-

Ltack on Freudlan Liologism, Jung has
eriticined sharply the tendency to account for everythinz on
physicol crounds, for 1t leads to a "poyehology without the
l'ediecine has too long sone on the assumption that
the 1llneso should be treated and not the sick person. Isy-
hiatriscts muat twrn their attention from the vislble dlscase
and direcet it uoon the man as a wvholes A thoroush cwre can

"
only rocoult from a treatment of the »erscnality ns o .whole,!

31?31"..’ -:]. 68.
4103id., De 122,
5Ibldes De 1234

6Ibide, Ppe 173-80.
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ianlz was enother leading Freudlan who finally

1&{“ & o -

+03t the raniza o7 develop insights of his own,
—
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and & porsonalliy "eon never be 1solated from the complex

of interpersonal relations in which the person lives and

128 his boine, M1l

Sullivan sew that the sell cane into belnz as o dyne-~
mism to preserve the feelins of se-urity, and was built
larzely of nersonsl synbolle clements learned in tontact
with other sismificent people.la Hence the nsychiatrist
mist conternlate the soeial order not morely as ?.t sets the
1limite within which the natient's interpersonal reletions
bt "rather as the mediete source from which

may sueceed,
shring his mroblems vhich are themselves sirns: of Aifficul~
tios in the coeinl omder.™3 In fact, Sullivan virtuslly

ldentifled »aychiairy and coclel paychology by defining
neyehlatry as the study of interpersonal relations .
wnticinating Horney, he sew clearly that recurring
conrorlien of teonslone almost unique to man arise from the
impret of neonle; that the Telt component 1s anxietys ont

that action which relleves eny of these tonsions is ox-

11?1.9.:'-1;'3; Staeclz Sullivan, Concentions of llodern Psy-
ghistry (YVaphington: Williem Alanson White Psychlatric
Foundetlon, c. 1947), ph. 4=6,

12 blds, De 21

LT

13Thide, De BT

14 Harry Stack Sullivan, The Interpersonal Theory of
2ovehdatry, cdlied by He S. Perry and He L. Gat-rﬁ—rﬁ‘ecw Yori:
We W, lloTion & 004y 1957), mme 367=80. Sullivan hed
develoned these ideas come yoars before their Tirst orderly
pregentatlion in foncentions of lModern Peychiatry, as the
essays reprinted in The Intervergonal Thoorwv of Psychiatry
eatablish, ‘ :
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perienced as contimed or cnianced self=respcet or self-
estocm, 15
ffls ecritigue of Frewi's concent of narcissicm allien
hlm with Fromm, and he c¢alis Fromm's theorics on selfigh=
nese anl geli-love, as elalorated in an orticle in Pay-
ghiatry in 1939, "a view symmathetlc 4o ny poaition,"l6
Partienlarly with his concept of "significent othors"
Sullivan mreviowed Rleauon, and his own wvritinga dicecuss
waal Hieasnan was later to call the transition from inner-
direction to ather-iircotionstT
Leonars O, Cottrell and lNelson N, Foatey in eppralsing
lliven's contributions to sooiel psychology, contend that
“led the new concern of the seciontlific spirit
7ith the purnosive and value aspsets of human soeizl 1ife,
o social aelentint was more acutely aware of the crisis
of velues in Americen soclety, "though no doubt neonle iike
Erleh Promnm and David Riesman equal hiso np?reciation.“la
3 n

S0 far, however, we have only consldered one slde of

the movement of osycholomy toward a sorilous

cr
o
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)
1
o
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conalderation of cultural Tactora,

CSern_ = o -
12.1:-‘1;’.-.‘.., De 3TCe
16sullivan, Congeptiors of iodern Perchiatry, De 63.
171433., pPe 05-6.

L8ratyic: Hullahy, editor, TLhe Contributions of larry
Stack Sulliven (New York: Hermitage House, 1952), De 201,
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Harold Lanrswell, present-day de-n of Amerlean politi-
eal asecientistn, hns been pursuirz the connection hetween
Politincl melecnee and nayehiatry since before 1930,19

fls rescarches antedated the Hornov~Fromm school of naycho=-

on

[5

Jysis and paralieled the refined Freudisniem of Ranik,

Rell:, and "ranz Alex-nder.20 In recent rears he has en=
21

X

ployed the insizhts of Weo-Freudlan enalyels,

froderick 1., Gehunan is another eminent political

selentict who has devoted many years of stuly to an ex=

20 Waald sacie

nloraticon of the comneetion between psychlatry a-d politi-

eal acicnec,?? Scohuman contends that a conternorary theory

L]
of Politic~l hahinvior must bhe built arouni the discoveries

lesmnan, and De Grazia, fle 1s particuvlarly warm

.

of Hormeay,

in his apmrobation of De Grasia,?3

ot

Farold Locswell, Paychopatholosy and Folities(Chicego:
Unlveraity of Chieazo Presn, 1030); World Politics ard Per-
goral Ivsccoupity (Mew Yorks Whittlesey House, dlvisic: of
efrav-Hill Book Co., 1935); fower and Personality (llew Yorlk:

r

LLN ] !-'i'. :"".'rton -l Go.' 19,4‘3).

20Tranz Alexanier, 2erehosnalysis of ithe Total Person-
agigv (t'ew York: Vervous ant lental Discase Publishing CoO.,
- -’

%

21lgf., for ezample, Lasswell's discuseion of goclial-

feeaisi g g L

anxlets, Eowcr and Personalitys vp. 161-4,

) 22pr-deriek Te Sehu an, International Politics (New Yori::
MeGraw-Hill Dook 0., 1933)s

?3The vilews of Frofessor Schuven werc lcarned largely
fron nersonnl conversatlon and clascroom leectures, They
may be inferred from his review of De Grazia's Errors of Z2gv-
ghotherany, mrinted under the title "The Cure of Souls™
lew Revublle, February 23, 1053, pp. 20-1
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The sirmificonce of the contributions male by culturel
ﬂntﬁrowalnry mist not be ignorel, Ruth Reonedlot was one of
the Tiret Lo vicw cultwre as an Interratod whole and to
apply to ~roung the neycholosieal concenta usually rerperved
for 1ir1ividnals Oheo stressed the function of cultuie and
the Imnosnibility of inter-cultural compariaona.24

Anloh Lirton, in disenssing the "eculbtural baclkeround
of norconnality," stotes that soclety and culture exist to
gatinfy the physieal and pavellce needs of irndividuals, and
these needs nre much on a pars The most outstanding = nsyohic
need 1s thnt Tor emotional response from other indiviinzls.
Wheth 1% is inborn or learned, it must be satisfled or
the Irdividual "puffers from feelings of lorelincas and
almoct as acute as thoush no one were
pregsent.

While T'reud nosited inatinets Lo account for huran ree-
actions, Linton ssserts that we now Enow many of these re=-
ectiong to be the »asult of culitural con?tﬂi»nin@.*ﬁ Hather

nan natuwre veorsus nurture, the new formula must be nature

nlus or minus nurturc.ar

2Ntk Remedlet, Patterns of Culture (New York: The New
Amerlecan Library of YWorld Literature, Inc. (Ventor Beck],
Ce lgﬁ) e

2CRelvh Linton, The Cultural Packsround of Peraonalid
(¥ew York: D. Annlcton-ccw TUPY COep 1025), Dhe C=0,

2011h1d., pe 1264
E?IT.’ifJ.Q’ Tie 133.
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Linton lools forwar? to a selcnce of hunan behavior
w'ich will aynthesize the findlinzs of paychoanalysis,
8oclolozy, and arthronoloqy.aﬁ

Put while the proponents of "eultural relativien"
have coriributed te the formuletion of the theorics under
discussion, the inTiucnce has not been all one way. liemry
We Prosin finds that t“clfeo-Freuiians (he mentlions Horney,
Fromm, arl Fepilirer) hove been highly influential, in 4n n,
in anthronolorieal clirveles.<?

Amenrs aociolorsisto, in addition to the sohinnl of Ries-
man, “eolTrsv TJorer has plonerred in the work of studying
"rational eharacter! throurh a socicloglcal group—analyals.3°
fls Tirntings can be fitted within the framework of Horner's
over-cll theory and antieipate in many ways Rlesman's study
ef other-direction,t

This survey is 21l too brief, but it may serve to in-

“leate a trend stliil goins on in those sclences which deal

[ | = PO "
"a.!.l"-i'..-’ De 5o

29 ronz Alex=nder and Holen Ross, editors, Drnanic Poy-
chietry (Chicazmo: University of Chleamo Press, 1952),
De 536, (onsult also Abram Xardiner, The Psvcholorlecal
Fronticrs of Soelety (Wew York: Columbia University Press,
10EEY ™ Tha best illusiration of this stotemernt is fournd in
the volume edited by Clyde Xluekhohn and Hemry A, Nurray,
Peraonality in Naoture, Socletr ond fulture (New Yorlt: Alfred

e

A, Knonf, 1950),

- -
JGGeoffrey Goyer, The American Peovnle (lew York: W, W.
florton » Co., 1943).

31Inid., Of, eapcelally pr. 55=0,
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with man and his instltutions. Increasingly it 1s being
Fecornized that culture anl its oroducts are attempts to

satlefy human nceds. These ntede are not only physical,
but also rsychie, an does have imperative nsychic necdse
needs which orise from the "humanness" of man, Thouch There
iz no clrar acovcenent on whether they are inborn or incul-
cated immedlintely after bivth, it 1s agreced that they always
exigt and thoat they must be satisficed. Since men's nceds
shape cultural institutions, and since these cultural insti-
tutions infTluence in turn the necullar direction which man's
attemnts to satiefy these necds will tale, and since man's
attempts to satiafy his needs within an exis i?r cultural
fraﬂrw:rﬁ'ﬂ“? nt tines involve an inherent conflict with
those n-eds themaeclves--therefore it 1s only tihrourh an in-
tesrated stuldy of mon that nrosress can he made toward an
wmierstandine and anelioration of the human predlcament,

While many anthropologists, nsychologzlists, soclolozists,

ani rolitical sclentilsts 4o not accent the arelysls of man
witich thls paper has sketched, they are almost 21l ready to
concede the +truth of the rreceding pararraph and th
necessity of a methodolosy simllar to that used by the
raycho-socicloziste under discussion, As far as the wrlter
has been 2hle to Aisecrn, onposition to the theories of
Erich Fromm, to use hut one exsmple, comes nol from those
vho Alsamree with his conclusions on the basis of otler
evidence tut from those who helieve that he is on the ri~hi
track buit has pushed his conelusions beyond the evidence

avallohle oo for




CHAPTER VIIIX

PSYCHO-SOCTIOLOGY AND BIBLICAL ANPHROPOLOGY:

wen f o o

THE "oQUnAGE 70 BEY OF PAUL TILLICH

Fromn, flesman, and De Oraszla is an wunderstanding of humen
nature ard a coneept of human destiny (or "the future of
nan," if o lesn nete=~physical term 1o preforred)., To what

extent deoes their anthropélosy acree with the Biblical an-
thropolo~y? “hat ars +the important narallels between their
underatarding of man and the Christian unierstarding of man?
Can parycho-soclolosy nake any signiflicant contrimtion to
the Christion unders endine of man? What are the inade-
Guaclies in the understanding of the psycho-soclclozlsts
which Ch»ri stianity can correct?

Ve must begln with Freuds David Riesmen points out that
ir the cnn%inuizr campaign of organized religious thouzht
aralnst orzenized scientific ithought Freud is todqy fra=-
auently thrown into the frey on the slde of the campaigners,
Rieemon finds Tour themes in Freud which help to explain the
baredox of his adoption by a certein kind of orthodoxy:

1¢ allegation that Frewd has detlroned reason ani crowned

irrationality and mystique; the emphasis on anxiety in
Freud's writings; his pessimism about men's fate; and his

concept of orisinal sin,l

1pavid Riesmen, Ipdividunlism Reconsidered (Glencoe,
Illinoigs The Free Press, 1054), ne 592
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I belicve that Christian thinkers crr when they try
to enlist Frena rom thege reasonse In the firat nlace,
his dethronement of reagon is not the dethronerernt which
many of the devent have long craved. It is reason identi-
nee wirich hag been the real focus of the
fhristlion attoclk asninst reason. And Freud, as has been
rolnted out im some detall, Tirmly belicved that selence
ard only seience was pot illusorys The only truth avallable
to man 1lg 4hat which he coguires by ratlonel investigetion
In accor” with seilentific procedurc. reund did not "orowvm™
irrationalits ond myotique; he only »ointed up the influence
waleh 44 “ocn hopnen 40 enjoys PBul he wanted ratlonality
%o remlace irretieonalitys this wes the ceal of his theranye
And fow that matier, Christianity surely hes no stalke in the

Wk L S L

triumph o » Froudian 1d,

(=
P

It 48 true that Frowd, especlally in hils later writings,
otressed tho concept of anxlety. Bubt Frewlien anxiety which
has ns 1ts »rototyne the traumn of birth end which derives
basicolly Treom sexuel instinet (2ibido) is only daistantly re-
lated to the anxlety thet Kicrkegaard dlscusses.

ate, This

Freunl wos certainly pessimistic about man's fa

LA I8

w3

esslimiam is closely commeoted with the fourth theme men=-
tloned Ly Riosrman, Troud's concept of originel sin. It is
true that Frend was largely free of the sentimental 1llusions
about man which charecteorized his generation and that his

obacrvations of man a8 he 1s instend of man as he wishes he
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were pregent striking confirmation of the 8iblical thesis
coneoeyning orisrinal sine Tubl asein we must bewarc, The
Bible doen not assisn originel sin 4o men's body. Neo-
Platonlem, with 1ts deprecation of the boily and its cxalto-

tlon of "ligembhodied spirit,® might fird Froud congeniel,

>

Put Christlanity, which insists upon the unity of man, the

orieinally perfect creation of God, which spesks of the
eternal Word that became flesh, and which confecses its
belief in the resurrection of the body cammot fird in Freuwd

an ally. Froud's aseressive instinet iIs pot orizinal sin
wmaes 1t upon an alleged Instinet toward conser-
vatlom inherent in organic mastters Man's sin io not in his
Boldy Ymt lo==in pome Tashion--within his totel boing.

It 1a at this »oint that Christianity must make a sharn
and Murderontal hresk with Freud, His entire theory of ma
i8 founded unon a concention of man as instinct-ridien
animel thet carnot be reconciled with eny concept of humen
frecdom or ~uilt. OChristianity inslsts upon both,

The pesginism of Frewl about human potentialities muast
not kecp us from sesing that the more ontimlastic Neo=Freudlans
may actnually he closer 1o e Christian anthronolocy,.

Any systomatlzed aprroach to the ncxt portion of our
dlscussion will hawve the fault of coverins up some important
facts, DTut on unsyntemmtiéed cornmerison of llco=Freoeudion and
Biblical anthropnology mey hide the forest in the trees. Fox
the sa%e of a mecaningful comparison, therefore, we have

chozen to corry on this discussion unler threc main headinge,
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¥an ao pan will be treated firsts The "human pre-
dloament” an acen by Horney and Fromm will be commared
With the human predicarent as witnessed to by the Eible,

lon In community will be the seconi major headinz. The

more socliocloglcally orlented anelysec of Riesman and De
Graziz will be used to comnare the Neo-Frewdian ani the
Christian wceratandings of man among mene, In thls secomd
area canpcelally, but also to some extent in the Tirst, the
preblen of "redewntlon" will be treated,.

Tinelly, it wlll bz necessary to weave the two ma jor
toniecs tomethor in on effort to construect a2 toital picture
an? arrive et useful generalizations. It is here that we
Bhall turn 4o certain insishis of Paul Tillich,

That is it that keeps man from beilns compleiely at hore
in the universe? UWhy is thore neurosis and psyechosis, con-
Tlict and unheppiness, suffering and boreiom?

Both Tlorney and Fromm belleve that it is possible for
man %o be happy. They both assume that he can grow into
the full meassure of man, and that if he does, he will not
be tormented br neurosis, confllct, ard boreiom. Then why
doean't he? The answer is foundi for both of them in the
nature of man and in certaln consequences of tihiis nature,

lorney speaks of "basic anxlety." Fromm talks about
the ercature-creoator anblvalence, Rothh are discussing essen-
tially the same thing.

Horney holds that basic anxiety develops irom a number

of causes, but that the most importent single cause is a
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lack of seoowrity, The child, early in 1life, discovers 1tn
nearly total dependence uron Torces outside ltself, over
whioh it has only a very limited control. Conesrned for
the satiofnctlon of its needs and simulisnecusly aware thot
the patisfaction of these needs denends unon sonething cther
than the self, the ~hlld scarches frantically i‘of mecans by
¥oleh 1t can remove tho sense of helplessness and alonencses
which ensues, If it falls to find these means, or, finding
ther, Alscovers at ¢ later date thot they are noi performing
un to exncetatlon, the ehild falls baclk 1to enxiety.

This bhasie anxiety is the substratum uron which the peroor
llds as he matures. His every thought and action 1s tem=—
pered and esmditioncd by his ceaseless saarch Tor technlques
by which hie aon roin resssurance and nroteet himself arainat
the basie anxieiy. lie eraves power, he subnits desperatcly,
he flees situations of confliet, he pirives compulsively to
gedn affoetion, All of these devices, which may be mutually
eontradlctory, are necessary because the indlividusl does not
feel within himpelf that he bslonzs, that he is loved, and
that his 1ife hos meaning for itself,

From finds & gquelitative difference between ran and
the lower animals in man's unique ability to transcend
ereatireliness. Man has emerged from the »rotecting eradle
of naturc into the domein of frecedom, Just as the indlvidual
¢hlld emerges fron the wombd and from the all-cnbracinz
naternal core into the world of rosnonsible adult dcclsion,.

Exrelled Trom natwre, mon must £ind his owm way. iHe may
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chocne not Lo, He may prefrr to flee back 4o the womb, He
ray seecl abgorptlon rather than frecdoms Insicad of finiing
"M own place on the basis of his individuality, men becorcs
terrificd, Iriven by enxisty he tries to proteet himeel T,
to mive himself idontity and meaning by bacoming & port
rathor than o meanincful wholes Sodiem Ao the atteant to
nllevinte anmiety hy "incorporating® otherz; mesochism iz
the attemnt 4o Ao the same thing by permitting others to
"incornorate® oncoelf, Symblosis, a comnrehensive tern
coverin~ both sadism and masochism, is not ultimetely the
answr, Ag o moan camnot, no matter how hard he trles, re-
turn ohraleally to the womb, S0 he cannot return to the all-
connollin anl all-nrotectine embrace of nature. Any atternt
to cutmerse his Andividuality cannot in the long rm suceeed,
and when the atternpt has fafled man will be nmore subjeet then
before to anxiety and despair,

As hias Deen menbtioned previocusly, Fromm finds an anxiety
basiec to the basic enxlety of Horneye She hollds that basice
anxlety develonsg mas the result of the carllest life ox-
pericnec, From roots 1t in the very coniition of man,

Doz s Christianity know anything of such a basic anxiety?
In the story of the Fall, the mon who had been created in the
inace of God, who enjloyei perfect commumication with God,
after his disohedlience hid himsclf from the eoyes of Jod,
then Col callas, Adam renliess "I heard Thy veice In the
gerden, and I was afreid, hecsuse I was naked; and I hic my-

pelf, na

?"cn 3:10,
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While the theolomy of these early chapters im Genesis
has lons been a nort of the Christian understerding--5t.
Paul, in 2omans, diseusses it in detall-=there 18 o great
deal of often izmored anthropolosy here also, The human
predlieament is drameatically portrayed in the story of the
Fall. The nakednesns of Adem seems almest o syrmbolize th
inedequney which he foels; heo is unworthy now 4o atand
before Gods he now flees that presence in which he had
formerly basked, He 1s unsure of himself, helpless, alone.
e doen not inow how to deal with the forces which control

1ls dentiny His hlding is ean unsuccessful attempt to allay

. Y
fu"-! ]~ - rep——
Cills hasle anxlety,

As o consequence of thelr disobedlcnce the primal
parents are expelled from the Garden of Eden, Here 1a the
exmulaion from neture of which Fromm speaks. It is a con=
sequence of man's disobedience, though, and not of hle freedon.
w8 ot one with nature eni with nature's Cod,
How he is coparated Tfrom Coldese As‘'c result he is separated
from nature also, The natural »process of childbirth will
orcur in gsorrow and pain. The proumd will bring forth
thorns ard th.‘i.s’c.lcu.3 lMan, because of hip dlsobedience, la

compelled to rcorient himself entirely to that wnmiverse of
shich he was forrerly a harmonious nart.
The story cof Cein and Abel relates an early attenpt to

Y

do Just this. Consclous of thelr separation from God, Caln
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and Abel Lroutht propitiatory sacrifices. Abel was
"secented; faln folt that he wes note Thorefore he killecd
nis bBrother, He tried to | maln accentance by doninatlon; to
establich himael? by the "incorporation® of Abel, 1L we may
use fromm's tornminolomye But he did not succeeds Security
cannot be geained by depriving othera, for man is his
brother's lieepor, e mmat atbein seenrity for himaclf,
"I thou doest woll, shalt thou not be accepted?"™ Ho Cain
ig driver out from the communlity of man; he becomes a fugl-
tilve and o vasmabord, He loses, by his wroncful attompt to
galn seenrity, even thot measure of secuwrlty which he hed,B

The Deealozue 1s a significant commentery on human
nature AT we are willing to unierstand the Moral Taw es
sovething nore then the arbltrary house-rules of o capri-
clons Cols Man Ain hils alonendgss, beset by a Teeling of in-
security, uwnable 4o raccncile himself to God, makes himself
idols, He trics to ellay his anxicty by the service of
sorething less than Gods But thls is no answer, for God is
e Jjealous Code lio orientatlon short of orlentotion to Him
can be o frme and effoctive reatorationdd

Tho prohibvitions and injunctions of the seconi table

e

are a commentary on men's atteompts to allay his anxiety by

“ene 237
Ccen. i1l

G"i:*:. :h :3—5.
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ebellion asninst that order to which he is by creative

- gleals

| order commitied, e seelts sclf-enhencenent by surder,
theft, dececit. IHe attormts Yo Tary his anxiety in scnsual
Tt e ip told thet even the desire to en=

w5 wpe o
fLalr g

hanee hls owm position by epproprintion of that which is

Plehifully snothor's is wronge It 18 not only contrary to
the divine law; i1t Lo ccntrary to the dlvine order.’

The bool of Job is almost throushout a desecrintion of

Then Joh enswered and eaild,
ven to day is my compleint bittors ny stroke 1s
heavier then ny groaning,

Oh 4hint I knew where I might find him! thet I misht
nome cven to his seat!

I would order my cause before him, and 111 my mouth
LG arpunents. y

I would Imow the words which he would answer me, and
mderatend vhint he tould say unto me,

Will he plesd easrivot me with his great power? llo:

L) _,l"’
mt he would sut strength in me,
There the righteoous might dispute with him; so should
I be delivered Tor ever from my Juige.
“ehold,; I go forward; but hie 18 not therej and back-
ward, but I camot porecelve him.
On the left hand, wiere he doth work, but I cannot
heho'? him: he hideth himself on the right hend,
thet I cannot see him;
"ut he Imoweth the way thaet I take: wihen he hath tried
me, I shall come Torth as gold,
iy foot hoth held his stepn, hils way have I kept, and
not declineds
Helther have I gone beck from the commandment of his
1lips; I have esteemed the words of his mouth more than
ny neceasary food.
Iud he is In one mind, and who can turn him? and wvhat
hie soul desireth, even that he dooth,
For he performeth the thing that is oappointed for me:
and many such things are wlith him.
Therefore am I troubled at his presences when I con=
slder, I am afralid of hin,

7:;:3{. 20 ::‘:-2"7.
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I maleth ny heart soft, and the Almighty
eth me?
e I was not eut off bhefore the derlmess,

[~ ]

_'.:*.*..‘.1 e covered the darlmess f{rom ny face.™
Man separate from God can only fear God, for he cannot
“now and unlerstond that God ig merciful and loving Tor hirm,

The Anmot der Yrootur which Job so vividly dcseribes is the

comnon anzuletsr of ran apart from God and unable to under-

his existences. Man'es desporate atternt

L ogye i 34 om -
Buane e meaning of

o Justifv hie nesitlion ovsr amainst God 48 a foolishmess

Jorn of despair

leatruectlion o the wicked? and a strange
nt to the worlers of Iinlquity?

ne pee my 1::'-.'":, and count 2ll my sitens?

» walked with vanity, or Af my Toot heth
inoted Lo deceit

Lzt me be welghed in_en even balance, that God moy
now mine intesritys”

lan without Cod hes no identitys He 18 a meaningicess
gZlob of protoplasm. Kierkegoard, writing within o Christian
eontext, has porcolved this clearlys [He speaks of

it one'c self —- not by evanoratlon in the
but by being onoj.rel:,r finitized 0y by heving
; sli{2 .nagtead of a selfl, a number, Just onc man
more, one_nore 1~enet:‘.t’t.on of this everlanting

g oy | -1:--n'l .n_L.lQ

",

The possibillty of having the "“siciness unto death"
Rlerkesaard coneiders moan's alventage over the beests To

be sharply observant of this sickness constitutes the

10“‘0“91- lerkegaard, The Sloiness urto Death, trans-
ed fyrom tﬂc Denich by Walter Lowrie (Hew Yorict Dovhleday
Doubledny Anchor Rook], c. 1954), p. 166
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Chrlotinn'a alvantase over the natursl man. And %o be
beale? of thin nlekness 1s tie Christian's bligs,
Xlerkepenri norees with Fromm that despeir, the ultimate
auxlety, ic & unique prerogative of man, setiing him above
all oth'r creation. And Klerkegasmd 2iscovered this by
Reans of hin Christlien understarding of the human predics-
Zaents It lg piven to the Christian to know the "sickness
unto death," He amrived at a conclusion which sclentific
Psyehlaltry was not to reach for anothsr hundred years.

“ut we have not sald enough when we have pointed out

Lthe »1li~ht in whis’ mon stands as he faces Godes For in &

Bence ho.Jloen not face God alones He atanda in a comm
of mang he visualizes himself w