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by L. Marcus
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Are psychoanalysﬁs keeping their patients
from the pills that will really cure mental illness ? A full-page
spread in the June 3 NY HERALD-TRIBUNE raises that question. HI's
igcience editor,%_Earl Ubell, writes: “At this moment, the practit-
ioners: of person-to-person treatment cammot point to a single strict-
ly-controliled experimenﬁ -- an objective evaluation —— that proves |
pesychological treatment changes psychelogical illness for the bestter.”

Ubell is: accurately representing a view widespread even within the

psychological professions: that psychoanalysis zmk is not scient-

ificﬁjgécausa it is not statistical.

There is a common delusion that the only
true sciences are the "physucal sciences," and the only scientific
method the mathematical method which has growm up in association
with physics, chemistry and engineering practice, On the basis
of this:delusion a substantial mumber of acedemic and other author=
ities have demanded that the behaviorel sciences -~ psychology, soc-
iology, etc. —— submit themselves‘to statistica, It is not hard

to show that this is:a dslusion.



To begin, we shall cite from three im-

portant minds in the field of mathematics and physies.

First, from J. Clerk Maxwell, perhaps
ths father of modern physics: "Physlcal science is that department
of knowledge which relates to the order of nature, or, in other

words, to the regular succession of events,

"The name of physical science, however,
is often gpplied in a more or less restricted manner to those branch-
es of science in which the phenomena considered are of the simplest

and most abetract kind, excluding the consideration of the mors come

plex phenomena such as those observed in living beings.” (Our en-

phasis)

Mathematical physicist Erwin Schrédinger
looked into the problem of applying existing mathematical tools to
living organisms and reported: " ...it is in relation to the stat-
lstical point of view that the structure of the vital parts of live
ing organisms differs so entirely from that of any piece of matter
that we physicists have ever handled physically in our laboratories
or mentally at owr writing desks. It is well-nigh unthinkable

" that the laws and regularities thus discovered should happen to ap—
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ply irmediately to the behaviour of systems which dt not exhibit

the siructure on which tho_se laws and regularities are based."

The proposal to subject psychoanalysis
to statistics is a product of empiricist philosophies at least close-

1y related to what is called pgo-positivism., When the positivist

program for a genesral overhaui of science was introduced toward

the end of the last century, mathematician Georg Cantor warned

that under the terms of the neo-positivist program 8cience "... de=

generates into a decriiing of nature, which must lack both the fresh
reeze of free mathemstical thought and the power of explanation and

grounding of natural appearances."

The 1list and the quotations could contin-
ue into the night, but the point is already illustrated,  First,
there: is nothing in statistical method as such whicl@ualifies it to
sot standards of gcientific method in the study of the behavior of
living organisms. Secondly, there are dsfinite indications that:
this same statistical method is incompetent as a basic metbodio@.cal

tool of ths behaviorel sclences.

The: attempt to subject psychology to stat-

istigs is not new. Gestalt psychologlat Wolfgang K8hler, commenting
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on the past and recen’c_ attempts to establish ?Kstaiistical' psycho-
logy, reported: "Today we can no longer doubt that thousands of
quantitatif experiments were made almost in vain. No one lknew
what he was measuring. No one had studied the mental processes
upon which the whole procedure was built ... In the meantime this
lesson seems to have been forgotten." He contdnues: "One can
hardly exaggerate the value of qualitative information as: a necess-
ary supplement to quantitative work. In the absence of such in-
formation, .behavior psychology which easily become sterile as supe
posedly as it is exact... Q\mntita’civa research, I repeat, presup-
poses: qualitative analysis in which fruitful problems are discover-

ed.”

Wioat K8hler is warning us against is re-
presented in the layman's: experience by the batteries of various in-
telligence, personality and sundry appitude tests which clutter up
the personnel of fices, The so-called intelligence test does not
measure what the test's designers represented it as measuring, pre-~
clsely because the designers began without the meagrest competent
notion of what intelligence might be. So-called personality tests
are o notorious: and lucrative fraud crsated by the-same psychologic~

al numbers racket.
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What. Is: The Iman Mind ?

This attack on psychoanalysis has re-
celved significant support from within the medical profession. The
physician who condemns psychoanalytic methods: claims to bave special
competence on this subject on the grounds that psychiatry is proper-
ly a brﬂanch of medicine. While medicine has better claims to com-
petence that statistics, the extreme medical attacks: on lay analysis

are just as: incompetent as the statisticiant's,

While psychoanalysis emerged from medical
practice in the person of Sigmmd Freud, and while psychoanalysis con-
times to have important connections with medicine, it is not a branch

of medicine, ut of scientific soclology. It is on that part of the

question that the Marxist, as an historical materialist — 1,e, scien-
tific sociologlst —= has greater authority than ths representative of
any other science. (Though we do not mean to say that all Marxists
are automatically so qualified; the preempfz.:mn is confined to those
who have mastered Marxism as a science.)

It is easily underst%%d that personality
dysfunctions must tend to baveérganio consequences, and that the lim-
itations and dysfunctions of the organism penetrate the psychological
domain, Yot there is an interconnected body of evidence. vhich con-



clusively demonstrates that the individual personality is not a prod-
uct of the individual organism. The evidence of the trus basis

for the individual "mind" has: been locked up for at least tens of
thousands: of years in religious belief; it is the analysis of relig-
ions, first by Feuerbach, then by Marx, by Durkheim, by Freud, etc.,
which has:trought that fact into the domain of conscious, scientific
comprehension. The individuwal personality, consciousness -- like
individ.uall language = are from top to bottom and in every respect a
socigl product. The old religions: r4flected that fact in the belief

in the "Holy Spirit," the "Logos" ~~ the "Word" of the Gospel of St.
John, or, inh more primitive societies, the '"Mana" of the Melanesians,
the "Wakesna" of the Sioux, etec. In modern capitalist illusions, the
fact that the uman mind is a social product is reflected in the bee
lief in "matural law," even in the faith in the jury system, etec.
Where the old religions believed that the mind was something immater-
ial, spiritual, like the "Holy Spirit," "soul" or "congcience', his-
torical materialism discovered that this'soul'has a physical basiss

not the individual organism, but all of the organisms -- at once —

comprising society as: g8 whola.

That is not to imply that all minds are
basically yhe same, etc. In a metaphorical sense, just as: bhhe

individual cells or tissues of an organism ar4. respectively individe



val and unique, 80 are the individuals in society. We say, there-

fore, that the individual personality is an individuation of both

gsociety as: a whole and of the particular classes and other social

institutions wlith which the individual is more directly associated.

Where the old religions and philosophies
wore compelled: to divide the world into two ‘parts -~ the spiritual
and the physical, the ideal and the material, the domain of the
soul and mind and the domain of sense-perceptions and matter, etc, ==
historical materialism, scisentific socioclogy and psychoanalysis have

rasnctrsy froed human knowledge of further need for the

old religions and philosophies. Where the old religions raeflected
practical truths in the form of illusions, historical materialism
has eliminated the need for such illusions, the need to divide the

real world into two parts.

Just becauge ¢6f the old gystem of illus-
ions the idea of ths object had to be formerly conceived dhly as an
abstraction, belonging to the @% ideal world of the mind, as a prod-

uct of reflection. Marx, in his: Theses on Feuerbach, gave the

idea of the object in the human mind a material basis, showed 1t to
be a reflection of material reality. That basis is human activity,
specifically gocialized activity. Once that concept is mastered




it follows that social relations —- distinct from animal relations -
are the unique, sufficient and necessary basis for the coming into

being of human consciousness, the human mind, human personality.

It is that discovery of Marx! which shows
fio be silly the whole collection of "perceptualistic" tﬁeories upon
which most of quesntitative psychologies and sociologies are based,

rbritaovs :
I% is-on this same bagsis: that thei\clajxm of the physician are repud-

lated,

The origin of human consciousness: is of
this: general, principled form. In elsmentary cooperation the in-
dividual depends: even for his persohal survivel upon the activities
of other human beings. In facht, the survival of the members of a
society, the society as a whole, requires a certain géneral proport-
ion, balance and order of activities within the society as a whole.
Thiis, the objects which must be acted upon in order to maintain hu-
man survival are far each individual known in terms of the activity
of other members of the "ribe." In all primitive societies, this
is demonstrated in a system of phenomena which readily admits of
analysis: the totemic system. Here, man!s knowledge of nature is -
of this metaphorical form: The objects of nature are known, meta~
phorically, in terms: of the identity of the individuals socially re-
| sponsible for controlling those objects, and the individuals are ident-
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ified by the objects for which 'l;hey have responsibility. (Even the
faudal and pre-feudal systems of name-giving are clarly vestiges of
the: totemic system. When one is asked, even today,'"What are you?"
he replies with the name of his profession, job, trade, though the
system under capitelist ppductive relations is by no means in simple
correspondence with the totemic system.) A detailed study of this
system was accomplished by the greatest sociologlist, as such, Emile
Durkheim. Because the individual's survival depends upon his com-
prehension of the activity of othef individuals who are at the same
time compelled to comprehend his activity, there e*%er ges the idea of
gelf. This:idea of gelf is. the: central phenomenon of a whole array
of concomitants, including the "subconscious," consciousness.

It is a dialectical irony that man can only
begin: to believe he is an individual at the pSint in history when man's
ancestpal prototype has ceased to be an individual. It is also true
that the more intensely;@):cialized. humen social relations become, the
greater mants achlevements in the form of individuality.

Just because socleties are evolving organ-
isms, it is necessary that each major alteration in the structure of
social relastions involwves a corresponding major alteration in tho cone

. tent, character and form of mman thought, of the individual perschal-
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ity. Also, within a soclety comprised of distinct "tissues," such
as clagses: and special institutions, the individuals comprising the
respective "tissues" have differenﬁ' modes of thought, different per-
sonalities than individuals representative of other "tissues." And,
finally, it is within the extended differentiation of the component

organisms of society that we. have the individuated individual person-

ality.

A shift of an individual from one instit-
ution or c]é.ss to another entails: certain basic modifications of his
outlook on man and nature, of his perschality as a whole. This is
not just because different institutions are associabed with differ-
ent kinds of human activity and experience; personal experience is al-
most wholly secondary as such; the changes are effected by his social
relations with other members of that institution. It is, metaphor-
jcally, as if liver tissue transplanted to bone were to become bone

tissue, etc.

In these points we. are able to trace from
the most elementary conceptions of historical materialism the famous

principle of historic specificity. We might proceed also to show how

class politics and the Leninist principles of democratic centralism

and workers! democratic control emerge from the same basis,




The Iimitations of Psychoanalysis

The principle adopted by Freud as the ker-
nel of his method, the so-called "reality principle," is in form a
continuation of the principle of reality of ideas first reported by
Hegel, except that Freud is a materialist where Hegel is an idealist.
The materialist statement of the "reality principle" was first given
by Karl Ma:;'x:in his "Theses on Feuerbach" —— in ’c‘% "hrilliant germ
of the new world outlook." ¥et, Freud's "reality principle" encome
passes: only one corner of the whole diséovery effected by Marx in
his "Theses."  The most complete development of the Marxist "real-
ity principle" is gliven not by Freud but by Emile Durkheim. Perhaps

the best statement of that principle is Durkheim's:

"The most barbarous and the most fantastic rites and
the strangest myths translate some human need, some
aspect of life, either individual or social. The =mx
reasons with which the faithful justify them may be,
and generally are, erroneous, but the true reasons do
not cease to exist, and it is the duty of science to
uncover them.".
A less compact but identical conception i1s presented by Zngels in a
long passage on this subject, which he concludes:"...where on the.
surface accident holds sway, there actually it is always governed
by inner, hidden laws and it 1s only a matter of discovering these

laws "

This principle confronts scisntific work



with two interrelated tasks. First, since every idea — even an
illusion -~ or even a delusion — is related to, reflects some prac-
tical end, it is necessary to discover the true, practical besis of
an idea, wholly apart from the whkshful purpose which the believer
ma¥y attribute to it. Secondly, we: can not regard even the illusion,
the wishful self-decelit, as merely capricious, but must also account
for the practical reasons: which cause illusions to oc'cur in the part-

icular form in which we confront them,

The second task is not as difficult in
principle as it might seem to ths naive, misinformed or prejudiced
observer, ©Precigely because ths entirety of mman thought, person-
ality, etc., is social in origin, a reflsction of social relaptions,
the form of hman ideas reflects with varying degrees of apparent
emphasis: either the individual's dependence on society or society's
demands of him. As we shall .consider in a subsequent section of
this treatment, the form of our relationship to.society is struct-
ured in a particular way. That is, we do nol just feel responsible
to society as a whole, burb our relationship with institutions is
more directly associated with or symbo]ized‘;gartieular symbols and
porsons to which szzeweesm particular authority is attributed. To
come to terms: with those "authorities" —— to propitiate them — is
the general,. most prevalent form of mismEl our essential social de-
pendenca. Most wishful thinking is readily reduced to a wish ‘o



placate, propitiate, the angry authority which has withheld this or
that desired benefit from us, or even to propitiate that authority
by injuring it, etc. The ideas of possible magical powers ofer
nature, the ldeas of compelling a deity through prayer, sacrifices,
the idea of capital punishment, etc., are all forms of magical be=
liefs, illusions, based on the "nature!" of social relations and the
structured gremmm symbolic forms in which that "nature™ is expressed
in individual consclousness. Itwi%}ftg difficult to conceal the
fgct that in capitelist society in particular the authority-struct-
we provided by the family is the training-ground in which the child
is "brainwashsd" to become & law-abiding wage-slave, etc., and that
the prevailing authority-structure within the bourgeois family should:
be the focal point of the formation of illusory ideas, that family
forms should become at least the metaphorical conception of adult
exporience with the social forms which family<relations reflect.

So, as we first asserted here, the task of identifying the causal
basis for the particular form of mental illusions is hardly unfeas-—

ible.

The most common, most fundamental form of
illusion is religious belief or patriotism, having much of the genearal
form of mental disease. But niether: are entirely illusions, just as
. the reality principle would warn us. Religious ideas have always

contained more than a germ of realistic social practice, and the in-



togrity of society, which is celebrated and reenforced in practice
with the aid of the affective direction of "patriotism," is scarce-
1y en extravagsnce in itself. It is always necessary to distinguish
causally between the wishful, usually "propitiatory," illusion and the
real objects of mental outlooks, beliefs, ideas. For just such reas-
ong we can not merely affirm or deny that religion and patriotism

are illusions, mental disorders, but we must say that they are at the
same time bothew mental diseases and not mental diseasss. For simil-
ar reasons; it is idiocy - or, worse, empiricism - to at:}ﬁibute any
quality as such to any form of human behavior in itself, The psycho-
logist who attempts to explain the state of the individual personal-
ity on the basis: of reported phenomena themselves ic a dangerous
quack. The "bﬁdtx?gn" study, for example, has many of these objact-

_ s metbadtiogcel ¢ reov
ionable features, of phenomenology, as we give ary its scientific

< name.

Psychologists and sociologist of a liberal
type frequently fall into the grave error of attributing mental and
social disorders among individuals and groups to exceptional condite
ions, abuses and errors: of society. In fact, not' only is it evident
that we can not correlate disorders of this ]d.ndu%gg exceptionally
oppressive conditions, but the real basis for mental and social dig-
orders 1s the normal condition of bourgeols 1life, in particular. This,

again, refers to the kind of error, phenomenoclogical method, upon which
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the idiocies of of statistical psychology and sociology are predicat-
ed,, the idiocies underlying the bﬁbﬁvioristic outlook in general.

In order to remowe the basis for widespread mental and social dig-
orders it would be necessary not merely to correct abuses — &=d as
the liberal conceives of abuses —- but to change the entire structure
of the existing, bourgeois, society, the form of the bourgeois family,

etc.,

Whille that implies a limitation for any
forms of psychological therapy, it does not imply that individual
psychology can not be effective, or, even, in many cases, indispens-
able. It is still possible to influence bemeficially individual

practice,

The dysfunctions of socialized practice
tond to be of a self-aggravating form, and that is the basis for
psychological dysfunctions of a persisting kind. Since the social
product, the individual personality, is the socialization of the in-
JelentiooSy dividual orgﬁnism, this self-aggravating disorderbmay

wmitigaied —poctsned =/
be f(ess%ﬂfﬁifhout cure by the use of appropriate drugs which
suppress the "positive feed-back" characteristic of the way in which
an afflicted individual "works himself into" a state of extreme dys-

function. But the cure requires a qualitative alteration ot the
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structure o1 the personality as a whole, That is to say, a pat-
ient can not go to a psychologist just to get his "tic" fixed;

psychology is not & branch of medicine.

This reconstruction of the personélity
involves a qualitative change in some fundamental concepts; since:
in a1l cases 1deas, concepts, in the mind correspond to socialized
individual practice, therapeutic work has a necessary laboratory

in consultation
character; in which hypothesis is developed/and tested in practice
outside the "consulting room" to effect in this way the synthesis
of new~ideas; new outlooks. Such a process conforms to historicel
materialist knowledge of the manner in which ideas, concepts, are
socially created within the individual.,

In order to accomplish such a reconstruc-
tion of the individual's behavior as a whole, Freud and his early
collaborators:developed,a method of inquiry involving essentially

a qualitative investigation of the social history of the individual

porsonality. The most important part of such an investigation con-
sists in the exploration of the period of social history in which the
psrsonality is being formed by soclety, earliest childhood. Through
that study it is feasible to reconstruct in a consciocus way the

: authorityhstrﬁcture which society has imprinted, as it were, in the
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individual mind. In the elements of this early formed structure
wo find the elements with which the elements of experience in éuc—
ceeding 1life are more or less compeiled to metaphorically identify
themselves. Just as: primitive society has its totemic system, so
bourgeois society has:its own specific totemic system, in which per-
sons. and objects stand in metaphorical identity. The idea of suth-
ority is a person, who may serve in onels "reflexes" as: a totemic
symbol of authority. That is to say, the invesitgation must ex-
‘plore and uncover the toﬁemic system of the child's earliest exper-
iénce s and ﬁncover the interracting wish and practical ends with
which the totemic system is associated, etc. (It is, for oxample,

from the totemic system of capitalist social relations that the fete

ishism of commodities arises.)

However, the most important work is done
in the first six months of childhood, a realm of experience which
consciousr recollection has not sufficed to plimb. Also, to account
for the practical hasis of personal recollections, it is necessary
to go out from individual experience to explore society as a whole.
These two problems: confront individual psychology with limitations
for analysis itself. And, since the ability% change individual
socialized practice is limited by exdisting social relations, that

imposes a second major limitation % both analysis and treatment.
A



18,

Related limitations of psychoanalysis
were reported by Carl G. Jung, who discusses for us the problems
of what hefy’oerms: the "impersonal subconscious." There is an
area of the mind — a "dark" arca — which can not be attributed
to personalized experience by the psychologist!s methods of depth
analysis, This area Jung termed the "collective unconscious,™
recognizing that the individual personality was in that way a parb
of a "collective mind," a "Logos,." Ho ezl T
asd says. of 1&@ Wl tisk e Aidt ;\bw M&f g ive |

"But, as 1ts name shows, it is only a mask for the
collective psyche, a mask that feigms individuality,
and tries to make others and oneself believe that one
is an individual, whereas one is simply playing a
part in which the collective psyche speaks. :

"When we analyze the persona we strip off the mask,
and discover vhat seemed to be individual is at bot=
tom collective; #n other words, that the persona was
only a mask for the collsctive psyclts. Fundamental-
ly the parsona is nothing real: it is a compromise
between individual end society as to what a man should
appear to be. He takes a nama, earns a title, repre-
sents an office, he is this or that. In a certain
sense all this is real, yet in relation to the egsent-
isl individuality of the person concerned it is only
a secondary reality, a product of compromise, in mak-
ing which othe:g often have a greater share than he."

Jung's great error:was a metaphysical error, that is to say he ate
temp{:ed; to reconcile his important discovery with the viewpoint,
the philosophical outlook of empirical philosophy, and recon=-
 structed a neo-Flatonic nysticism, Platonic "realism" from these

arguments:.
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It is when pss'rchology confronts this
area — this "dark" area — of psychoanalytic "indeterminacy" that
it is compelled to seek in "breadth" what can no longer be explor-
ed in "depth." A movement in this direction wag undertaken by
Freud and Theodore Reik in their "sociological" works; that import-
ant tendency in "orthodox" Freudian psychoanalysis has been devel-
oped by the so-called '"neo-Freudians," Sullivan, Horney and Fromm.

For analysis, this shift to "breadth"
enables the psychologist to comprehend p%!:}nomena with a precision
impossible by investigation in depth alone. However, the analysis
in "breadth" is prevented from y=mmeemsm coming into corresponding
practice precisely because what is implied is a fundamental change
in social relationms., That is to say, the socialist transformat-
ion of society. This transformation will not eliminate illusionms,
neurosis, etc., but will at least enormously increase the scope of

feasible attaimments of psychoanalytic therapy.

Our endorsement of "lay" analysis does
not imply that medical training is not an adva.ntagg; for good reas-
ons we would even insist upon an effective division of labor, col-
laboration between physicians and lay analysts. The social prod-
uct, the human personality, is not something which merely cohabits
the space of the individual orgenism, as if it were a soul, but is
a transformation of the organic processes within the individual.



It 1s for that reason that psychologica.'l.‘ disorders must tend to have
organic consequences and organic disorders psychological consequences.
We havo already indicated some of the indicated tasks for medicine
in this domain. Nor would we exclude, but rather promote the work
of the biologlst in uncovering the organic apparatus most involved
in the processes of thought. Just bscause of the replicative char-
acter of human thought and already attained evidence of a causal
basis for its similarities in form to the replicative processes of,
for example, cell réproduction, it is not difficult to envisage im-
portant consequences from such research, such as those obtained from
improvements of reflexes, treatment of "semility," ete. We insist,
however, that no pill will ever teach geomotry.

A Mathematical Fraud

<@

We can now, on that basis, return to deal

more. immediately with the proposal to mathematize psychology.

" First, it is of some valus to remind the
reader of the kind of quackery which is unloosed when the empiricist
outlook toward luman behavior is left uncurbed. We might report, .
in that connection, that several researchers of most creditable aca-
demic standing are attempting to correlate admissions to mental in-

stitutions with magnetdc disturbancest Or, a project, sponsored



by a well-known financial wizard, which proposed to attack the prqb-
lom of discovering anti-gravity devices; this project's promoters
listed as an important achievement to be gained, a reéuction in
lunacy as: a result of the ability of anti-gravity devices to offset

the effects: of the moon's gravitation on the human traing

It is the conceit of empiricist "philo-
sophers of scilence™ that "true" science represents some scarcely-
attainable .view of the universe as: it would be seen by some super-
boing endowed with a more perfiect perceptual apparatus than man's.
This view was systematically demolished by Freud in Thg Futurse of

~Tlusgion as "an empty abstraction without practical interest.”
Marx had long before already characterized such views," a purely
scholastic: question.” This conceit, this view, is based on a
ﬂ%qe and asctually mystical conception by eventmany scientists of
the nature: of scientific knowledge in particular and the attainable
objectivity of mumen knowledge in gemeral. That is, the view em-
bodied in this mystical cenceit: is aimed at attaining a body of know-
ledge. independent of human opinion. The most completely deluded
exponents of that conceit considers such super-knowledge to reside
in abstract mathematics, mathematical logic. It is upon precisely
that basis, that delusion, that 1t is widely considered self-evid-

‘ent that statistical "proof" equals objective knowledgs.



If fact, formgl or matheﬁ]atical knowledge
iIs confined to describing the systematic connections among establish-
ed concepts according to the principle of "loglcal consequence.” Ab-
stréct maﬁhematics, the most concentrated form of formal methods of
description, 18 predicated upon and historically limited to the kind
of descriptions at least immanent in existing formal scientific prac-
tica. The idea of a system of relations among established concepts
implies the existence (by "logical consequence") of a whole array of
related ideas: of systematic relations. The kinds of sbstract sys-
tems: which can exist in human formal knowledge are thus determined
and limited by the specific kinds of systems formally kmowm in terms
of formel practice. It was on such grounds, in owr quotations from
Maxwell and Schrédinger, that we indicated iis probable formal ine
competence: of mathematical methods based on so-called physical scisnce

for the comprehension of systems of human behavior.

However, human practice is not really in-
dividual practice, but is the expression of a whole social division
of labor in society, Siﬁ‘ce‘ our command, as man, of our universe is
expressed, even when we act as: individuals, unginely through society,
so the kinds of relations which man can know in his culture are social
rolations, That is to say, since man knows the universe only by means
of socialized practice as a whole, the form of relations in which
reality is reflected in 'bhe‘o’bjacts of human thought is the form of
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social relations. For example, in primitive cultures (Durkheim)
the system of classifications of natural objects is the totemid
system of social relations. The Aristotelean classifications re-
flect the speclific: social ( Like "totemic" ) organization of a high~
or order of social relations. Etc*’, etc. The fam of classificat-
ion, the notions of causility, etc., arise not from individual dir-
ect experience with "nature" but from social relations, the socialm

ized pré.ctica, division of labor, of society as a whole,

Ona might carelessly infer from this that

human knowledge is therefore nescessarily not objective., On the con-

trary, it is just because human kmowledge comes into being in the

K2
forméof social relations that it is objective; for the form of social

relations, division of social labor, etd., is precisely determined by

the real, effective rglationship of soclety to the real universe of

which it ibself is a "constituent" part. Yet, at the same time,

the form in which this objective reflection is =mmeswsmie comprehended
is specific to a specific set of social relations, an existing socisety,
and it remains "an empty abstraction without practical interest" to
attempt to conjure up forms of comprehension independent of the forms

immanent in existing or emergent socialized practice.

‘ Formal Xmowledge is more or less compelled

to confine its attention to definite ("discrete") concepts or distinct



"sense-impressions," more or less as 1f each idea of an object were
permenent, self-evident. Yet, materialism has known since at least
the time of Heracleitus and more recently through dialectical mater-
ialism and recent science that the universe is not composed of ob-
jects — "discrete" objects ~— as such, but of universal "energy,"
energy dafined in the sense that Heracleltus conceived it, as uni-
versal "heat-motion." We live in a monistic, continuous material
universe comprised of universal '"energy."  "Heat-motion" implying
already the principle of constant change, it 1s from the action of
this. universal matter upon itgelf that that monistic universe acquires
a definite structure, a structure which represents itself in human
knowledge as: "objects." These objects are not self-evident or "fun-
damentai" bus are conditionai, temporary products of a universal dia-
lecticé.l process. That is to say, each object can be‘ defined act=

ually only in respect to the conditions of its coming—into-being and

passing-away. It is because thess objects are real and dstermined

by the real structure of the universe that the interpretation of nate
v
ure admits of the more of\ less distorted, never more than approximate

correlations, encommtered in formal scientific kmowledgs.

Yrodit I‘O nal

The last and best effort to attain a/\i‘omal Kind

insight into changs was attempted by Immanuel Kant, Kent laid the

- ground for the rediscovery of the dialectic with his concept of de-

velomment end his constructlon of the idea of synthetic judement.
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It must be recognized that it was the aim of Kant to establish a

monistic conception of the universe, & theory of monistic develop-
Garrvgied by

ment, Howover, his theory of synthetic judgment msx%he mechanist-

ic method which implicitly attempted to reduce the universe to ult-

ima_ratios or things-in-themselves, and in this way Kant incwrred

again that bugboar of all formal philosophy and logic, the ontolog-

ical paradox.

Hegel, in adopting Heracleitus! outlook
(suppressing at the same time Heracleitus' materialism) was ahle to
treat the Kentian problem of synthetic judgment effectively with the

Hegelian dialectic, the conception of dbterminate hoing.

Now because the concepts of formal know-
ledgs, formal mathematical science, are synthetic judgments, formal
mathematical science is incapable by itself of providing a grounding
for its ovm fundamental ideas. Of that formal method we must only
recall the honest admissi_on made by Kant:" ... But by this procedure
human reason precipitates itself into darkness end contradictions;
and while it may indeed conjueture that these mmst be in sone way due

to concealed errors, it is in no position to detect them."

It is the distinctive feature of qualitat-
ive, as distinct from merely quantitative, research to attain the com-

prehension of real processes by synthesizing new concepts which are
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coherent with the structure of the process as a whole. This syn-
thesis =— this invention -- does not occur in that aspect of human
mental behavior known in the terms end proceduraes of formal think-
ing; synthesis occurs in the domain of what is mis-named "intultive"
_thought, or among psychoanalysts as "pre-conscious" thought. The
dialectical method of analysis and synthesis ig actually the exten-
siofn of human conscious comprehension into the domain of the for-

nerly "pre-conscious.”

Statistics has proven itself a useful
tool of "gsuspended judgment" in dealing with physical systems of

the simplest quality, in which phenomena may be easily repsated,

Fal

etc. However, in more: complex:.physical systems, such as thoss of

living organisms, human behavior, in which important phenomena may
ola
occour only once, etc., where metastability is the rule, where/l Syn-

thetic judgments cease to have historic importance once the corres-
pondingly reality has bsen encountered, etc., statistics is inher-

ently incompetent. As Trotksy wrotes

"As long as politics keops flowing in one and the same
forms: «.." truismg,still more or less serves" its
"tagks not to interpret a political fact in all its con-
croteness, but to reduce it to a familiar social typs,
which is, of course, =% intrinsicdlly of inestimable im-
portance.

"But when a serious change occurs in the situation, all
the more so a sharp turn, such general explanations re-
veal their complete inadequacy, and boecome wholly trans-—
formed into empty truisms. In such cases it is invariably



necessary to probe analytica.’l.ly" much morg deeplj in
order to determine tho qualitative aspect, and if
possible also to measure quantitatively the impulses
of economics upon politics. These 'impulses'! repres-
ent the dialectic form of the 'tasks! which originate
in the dynamic fowmdatlion and are suhmitted for solu-
tion in the sphere of the superstructure."
As it is with politics, so with psychoanalysis, with any science,
It is not hard to discern the implementation of the '"reality prin-
ciple" in Trotsky's analysis here. The method which he demands
for the analysis of historic turns is remarkably (or, is it real-
ly ko remarkable ?) parallel to the method and tasks of psycho-

analysis.

Finally, we summarize our case on this
point, that formal science, mathematical science, ig required by
its nature to limit its statements generally to the describing of
formal relations among well-defined concepts, and 1s required in
the course of such description to limit its statements generally

to questions involving the affirmation, denial or "probeble affirma-
Bow-dplechesd

tion" of these concepts as such. A formal science does not actual-
1y "know," can not comprehend coming-into-being, and is therefore
incapatle of dealing with the fundamental problems of human behavior.
On such grounds, we must regard the pretentions of statisticians in

the domain of sociology and psychology to be pure fraud.



The Religioug Side of Sclence

We bave now to consider why official
science should pre-occupy itself with this incompetent assault upon
psychoanalysis. Does psychoanalysis in some way threaten the est-
ablishod institutions of formal scilence? We find that that is
partly the case; psychoanalysis threatens to destroy science's

opinion of itself.

Just because the ecdisting array of known
concepts. and relations is socially determined, the philosophsrs of
science err when they presume that objective science is sometﬁing
existing outside and above ordinary opinion. Durkheim has already

made the issue clear:

",..it i3 not at all true that concepts, even when con-
structed according to the rules of science, get their
authority uniquely from their objective value. It is
not enough that they be true to be believed. If they
are not in harmony with the mass of rhkee collective
representations, they will be denied: minds will be clos-
ed Lo them: consequently it will be as though they did
not exist. Today it is generally sdficient thait they
bear the stamp of science to recive a sort of privileg-
ed credit, because we have faith in science. But this
faith does not differe essentially from religious faith,
In the last resort, the value which we attribute to
sclence depends upon the idea which we collectively form
of its nature and role in lifey that is as much as to
say that it expresses a state of public opinion., 1In
all social life, in fact, science rests on opinion. It
is maskdm® imdoubtedly $bue that this ovinion can be
taken as the objoect of a study and a science made of it;




this is what sociology principally consists in,
But tho science of opinion daes not make opinionj
it can only observe them and make them more con-
stious of themselves, It 1s true that by this
moeang it can lead them to change, but science con-
tinues to be dependent upon opinion at the very
moment when it seems to bo making its own lawsg
for, as we have already shown, it is from opinion
Sezma® that it holds the force necessary to act
upon opinione..

"... So opinion, primarily a social thing, 1s a
source of authorify, and it might even be asked
whether: all authority is not the daughter of opin-
ion. It magy be objected that science is often
rzsivrmey the antagonist of opinion, whoss errors
it combats and rectifiegs. But it cannot succeed
in this task if it does hot haw sufficient auth-
ority, end it can obtain this authority only from
opinion itself. If a psople did not have faith
in science, &ll the scientiflc demonstration in
the world would be without any influence whatso-
ever over  their minds., Even today, if science
hoppenod to rasist a very strong current of opin-
ion, it would risk losing its credit thers." (Our
emphasis)

Authority and opin:;.on, including scient-
ific opinion, does not exist as some more or less amorphous general
body of opinion. We have already said that belief, knowledge, are
baged onssocial relations, and, more, that there can exist in be-
lief and knowledge only that which is already immanent or coming
into being in the existing or emergent social practice of society ’

as a whole. In sum, wo have said, the set of social relations
embodying tha whole social division of human activities is the wmkwmes



es# sufficient ceuse for all of the beliefs, idems, which come into
existence in the individual nman mind. Now, we have also specifi-
ed that societies are not homogeneous, but organized into subordinate
"tigsues,” such as classes, special ingtitutions. For related reas—
ons, the :’Ldeas within society are: not all of the same color, but
thore exist, in the first instance, sets of ideas more or less pecul-
jar to particular classes, institutions, and, in the second instance,
to individuals, The basis for abstract belief is discovered in the
actual, practical relations in the society, class, etc. Therefore,
from this: basis opinion has in each case a particular structure which
can be understood and abstractly represented only by referring to the

structure: of socialized practice within which it is localhzed.

In just that way the outlook of scientiffic
socialism, etc., differs from the prevailing empiricist outlook, ths
letter common to the learned professions of our culture. Empiricist
outlooks: rega:.td society as the product of a political organization of
distinet individuals, each individual embodying inherent tendencies
reflected in the balance, the consensus, of general opinion. The
scientific: outlook, on the contrary, has discovered that the individ-

ual and his opinion are an individwation of an organismic social proc-

ess as & whole., It is implicit in this distinction that empiricist

Taskw
method finds the pzedd@m of accounting for human opinionré gource of"
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unrelieved mystery; that implication is confirmed in the despair

and incompetence of prevailing "schools" of behaviorial philosophy.

Opinion, we say, has a structurs which
reflects: the structure of socialized practiice on which opinion is
predicated. Durkheim, we: recall, stated: " The most barbarous
and the most fantastic rites..." An apt illustration of the kind
of%roblem and method of analysis ig encountered when we treat as a
problem the popular attitude toward the national flag, national
anthem, To the naive rsalist, reverence for the flag or anthem
is a capriclous feature of humsn behavior, an attitude, opinion with=
out a real basis. TYet, it is easily recognized that the attitude
toward such symbols reflects a ritual of submission to the authority
of the society represented by the symbol, the society for which the
flag, etc., is a metaphor, The history of religious beliefd affords
an enormous quaniity of material off kindred classes of belief., ThesAe
beliefs as a whole contain substantial proportions of ritual and dpin-
ion which have no practical basis except to celelrate and reenforce
the individuals' collective submission to society, thelr devotion
above: all else 'l';o the maintenance of the integrity of those social
institutions with which the symbols, rituals and opinions are repres-
ented., The idea, for example, of the nobility of laying down one's

. life for one's flag.
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AnotherEmportant illustration of he nat-
ure .of the structure of opinion is found in the various forms of
dress and bodily mutilation. No society is without some form of
dress end/or mutilation of the body. m prof essors at-
tempt, on occasion, to account for thlis in vgrious wrong ways. One

view suggests that dress arises from the need of the body for pro-

tectlony it is trus that the physical requirements of climate, etc.,

play an :.mportant pert in determining the forms of dress, but they
t:sﬂwm

do not account for the phenomenon as a whole.
tribute dress to hman innate "decency." Bodily dress and muiiia-
tion are foms of ritual celebration and reenforcement of he individ-
ual's: particular social identity. It is true that the idea of nak-
ednéss is associated with guilt —--~ this is not at all a“sexuaf mat-
ter; as the asinine would imply -- becapse this nakedness implies a

loss of social identity.

The question of dress and the bodily muti-
lation known as make-up among women of U.S, capitalist socidy, ete.,
is precisely of the indicated ritual form. To the man make-up may
appear to enhance a woman's beauty; yet, it would make the same wo-
man repulsive to a male not a member of the culture which places a
pranium on that particular form of female bodily mutilation. Just,
for exarple, as the standards of physical beauty vary from society to

socisty. There is no such "animal" as intrinsic beauty; the idea
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of beaety, like &ll other muman ideas, is sufficiently sccial. The
function of modes of dress and bodily mutilation in effecting an en-

hancement of "beauty" is a matter of social identity. Iet it be

clear that no man is attracted to a woman on the grounds of her
individual attractions, as such, but on the basis of her social id-
entity —- even though that principle may be often expressed :Ln a per-

verse way., Similarly, the woman's attitude toward the male.

~ Perhaps we are required to clarify one
further point here. Much is made of the notion that the tesis for
the human personality is "sex." It is true that the phenoiuennn of
sexuslity is pervasive in the functioning of the human personality.
Unfortuhate]y, what sexuality is is not very clearly wnderstood by
layman and even -- from the evidence of literature —— by many psycho-
logj.éts. Sexuality is not an epiphenomon?gf the organic sexual ap-
paratus; sexuality is the integument, the affective integument of
social relations. It is perbaps the first affectiive outlook achlev-
ed by the infant, precisely because it reflects individual dependsnce
fipon socisty. Now, it happensgg;lat this affective "force" is ex=
pressed toward society in terms of an individual who stands, meta-
phorically, for society as a whole. It is sexumality which is the af=-
factive force of religious belief; it is this fundamental of all human

needs, the need for evidence of social acceptance, to be loved, which
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demands: the most sensual expression, which it finds variou.sly in
the "se& act", in the fascist goon's beating of old mon and women,
in the wild orgles of sensuality of certain roligions sects, and

» in the Roman Catholic mass. It is not hard to show
how the demands of lovers and mates upon one another express their
thmeonscious”view of the "opposite" person, as the embodiments of
socie’oyﬂ, in the way, direct and perverse, in which they demand of
one another. their needs from society as a whole, and punish one ano-
other, propitiate one another, as they would punish or pvopitiate
soclety. The love act is an act of social atonement, whose i
portance is celebrated by the extremes of sensual "involvement" with

which that act tends: to be expressed.

It is in the proper comprehension of the
business of sexuality that we can understand the rituals of dress and
bodily mutilation, how bodily mutilation, a ritual celetration and ro-
enforcement of social identity, makes the subject of the ritual "sex—

ually attractive."

Not only flags, make-up, etc., reflect

>
the complex of ritual end opinion. Every moment of dﬂ.ly life, eat- H
Aoty ey its
ing rituals, sleeping rituals, etc., is regulated by mﬁa&}g@sﬂ

opinions. I%t is, of course, customary for peopls to raticmalize

these ritusls and opinions in terms of "common sense," and sometimes,



35,

¢ | . .
though rarely, tl'%se explanations contain more than a germ of truth.
. For the greater part, we must lool{ét this from the standpoint prov-

ided by Durkheim!s statement of the "reality principle."

Finally, however,‘ the authority of opine
ion is objectiflied in the persons. to whom special authorities are

attributed, to the gpeakers for opinion, such as priests, political

officials, policemen, teachers, sundry "experts," etc. Whether the
office is hereditary, appointive or elective, the people of an in-
sitution have only to install a person in an authorltative office and,
be he a virtual cretin, they will atribute to him the miraculous author-
ity of genius in matters relating to his office. Be he good priest
or bad priest, he is still a priest and will be generally so regarde
ed by the "laity," even by those who placed him in officel

We are not attempting merely to debunk
authority -~ though that is its81f a timely concern —I\;ywe are only
indicating that no institition, no hman organization decidesf imy
case on its "objective merits," but in terms of its grganization and
in particular the persons to whom authority is attributed in that
organization, This, ws would be compelled to admit without shame,
s even true within Marxist-leninist parties! A Marxist psrty does

nct decide questions on the basis of abstract merits — no human
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institution does. The question is whether the organization reflects

or objectively responds to the real process in respsct to which it is
: i

deciding? That 1s, for example, Hes object of Lenin'g inquiry in

Ithat Is To Be Done 2 How ere the persons to whom aut;hority is ate

tributed sdlected ? What is the compositibn of the organization, its

division of labor, the rituals by which decisiong are attained, etc?

Science as a whole 18 a sgpecial body of
ritual and ,opinion with certain basic features of a religious sect.
The scientific community hasy like other institutions, its "flags,"
"national anthems," etec. This, the ritual side of sciemtific ine
stitutions, is most clearly reflected in the concepl of objective
proof. We see roadily that the idea of a "law" in science is not
an accldental carry-over from the idea of a "law" in other  phases of
social practice. The question of proof in science, as in all other
institutions, is a moral question, a legal question. Bach new op-
inioom, to become accepted, must establish a legal basis in respect

to the prevailing body of scientific opinion. We do not suggest

that the products of this procedure are, on account dE their mystic-

torwen
al erigin, merely illusions or not objective. dHuSt as religioug be-
ce flecke -

liefs: and institutions have formerly eeass Por effective

social practice, so, science, displacing rellgious institutions from
their former offices, proceed even by means of sometime%antastic

rituals to a socilally effective end.
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The statistical method which has lately
emerged from the practice of so-called pnysical science typifies
precisely such a ritual, set of opinion.  This ritual, this illus-
ion concealing some practical truth, rises above its effective prac-
ticoe to becomo a kind of article of religioug faith —~ 1t bocomes
a part of the ideology of sclence, of the cult of gecientism. To
attack that tenel of scientism by argumsnt or by exampla jmply that
another methodology is truer, more: fundamental, is to evoke from
the priesthood of scientism an automatic "closing of ranks" against
the herefic, the alien intruder -~ just as if a visitor Irom Hurope

had burned the U.S. flag before an American Iegion convention.

The philosophers of scientism, anong whom
the neo~positivists correspond to the "Jesults," are inclined to en-
gage in periodic crusades against any disciplins which c¢laims sclent—
ific authority on grounds: other than those specified by the rituals
of modern "Terministic" gsciontism. Psychoanalysis is regarded by
those "JesuitsF as a particularly odious form of "protestantism.”
This hatred is not engendered merely in the interests of some abstract
cause; it has a baslis in the established bourgeois legal structures )
of the scientific commmnity, a legal structure exemplified in the

processes: of bourgeois education.
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A Scandal In Highor Education

'Any formér student who has been sensitive
to his experience in the processes of higher education can report
the enormous proportion of effort and time devoted to stultificate
ion in the name of education. This stultification — attacked to
some extent recurrently by "progressive education" —— is a reflect-
ion of the religious character of organized intellectual life in gen-
eral and séience in particular. The key to comprshending higher
education is to sea the effort expended in drilling the student in

tersm of the rituals of "proof" and accredited argumentgiion.

To those who accept the prevailing illusg-
ions this drill might seem commendable practice. Many fools actual-
1y believe and assert that drill is the road to creative work. In
fact, the opposite is true. In the rearing of childremn, excessive
authority, discipline impairg the capacity of the child to general-
ize from his e};'perience.. . This is bscause excessive authority and
discipline tend to compelX the child to solve problems almost exclus-
ively by means. of propitiating authority, by legalistic rituals, rathe
er than relying more on his owm probd#m-solving capacities. Gredtiva
work consists precisely in the development of the independent problem—

solving capacities of the child, which are only developed to the de-
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gree that they are oxercizg; it is of obvious importance that this
habit of creatlve exercize ought to be developed as early in individ-
ual life as possible — such as during the first six months of life,
é&@ﬁ@fﬁ. . . . B} gg&xih@{m&ﬁ&
?ﬁ‘ pich parental foeding and general infant~handling attitudes bosd

to lay the basis for the individual personality. Or, creative hab-

its of thinking may be devdloped by the child's effective self-assert-

ion of areas of independence from adults. (Of course, if rebellion

does not lead to the exercige of the creative "facultles" we have“t% 7&@%@3ﬁ%§1§

rather than a "genius" only a disturbedi individual) Creative work

is cultured only by the exercize of the creative "faculties," and is

inhibited by stultifying, authority-centered drill.

Ng
Even the solutionéof a mathematical prob-

lem might amply illustrate the process under consideration. There

is the case, first, of the "false" probiem. “In the case of the "false"

problem the student is given &he task of solving a statement, in which

the problem~statemont is only';:?géfatement of the preceding drill,

The student has only to recognize the terms provided in the drill %o

calculate the required "correct answer" by means of prescribed proced-

ures.  There is, secondly, the problem —- a "true" problem — in .

which there is supplied no "programmed learning” cueg in this case

the student has to synthesize an original (at least to him) concept

- of the structure of the problem; the solution is then deduced from

the conception the student has invented.
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A good mathematics instructor, with a
clags of bright students, will make every effort to avoid giving
"programmed learning® forms of ritual drill instruction. Instead,
he will constantly confront the class with new kinds of problems
of the most elementary form, that is to say stripped of as much
mere detail as posgible. The poor instructu» — espscially the
instructor who has no real mastery of his subject —— will rely en-
tirely on methods. of "programmed learning."  IHis problems and quest-
ions will be of the form of trick "legal" questions, which determine
whether the student has obediently drilled himself in all corners
and crammios of his text-book and class rituasl instruction. Since
higher education uses methods of successilm approximation generally,
the student Who is subjected to Poor instructional methods is cim-
pelled to accept on faith in one course conceptions which he has to
unleérn in a succeeding courss. This method of instruction has
ironic similarities to the meti.ods oi "obedience training" used for

dogs, trained seals.

The synthesis of new conceptions is not
usually seen in the worked-out solutions; we see only the worked-—out
solution, which is to say the "legalized" expression of the creétive
end-product. We see the solution only in i%$ language-form, the

form of its legalized social currency. Formalists protest that



this social form, the statement of proof, is the basis for scientific
work, suppressing the facts relating to the means by which the actual

dlscovery was made.

Now, it was the gemsefof Hegel to pree‘ent
- albeit in a monstrous form of circumlocution and nhlloQoan.cal ob-
fuscation ~= the underlying "laws" of human thought. = The most immed-
iate proof of this is obtained through an analysis of the history of

gynthetic judsments. Even Kant and, more emphatlca]_ly[s/he neo-Kont-

jans who could not pretend to be entirely ignorant of Hegel, recogniz-

ed the limitations of formel logic, that the comprehension of the syn-

thetic judgnent could not ignore the "theory of lkmowledge" generally,

or psychology in particular. Hegel, in solving the problem of the

synthetic judgment by means of the dialectic, laid bare tho form of

the human thought-process, at least its elemextary features. -——?@0“*' Web

:'5-- .C‘.»f Lo

It is characteristic of conscious thought

\1

that it represents generally only those céncoptions for wvhich there
exists a corresponding form of established commumication 1B soecial

currency, or at least emergent forms arising from the domain of soc-
ially current forms. Thus, that which is suppressed, denied social
currency, is compelled to exist in the human mind outside the realm
- of consciousness, as if it were illegal. (Of course, we also know

that onf# similar grounds forms susceptible of commmication are also
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- L. { Cont muat’m“n)

It :I.s those laws of thought, the dialectical procesg of synthesis
of fresh concepfd, new "synthetic judgments," which are concealed
by the practice of presenting a new idea only in its legalistic,
empirical form. It is not only a suppression of the "evil" dial-
ectic, but even a less subtle kind of dishonesty, self-deception,
through which the inventor shows himself to be at great pains to
concegl the means, the true source of his invention. He introduces
it to publie scrutiny not as he found it, but as he patched it up,
deformed it, concealed the nakedness of itééirth. The history of
important ideas as they are present8d for public view, and the his-
tory of ideas as they are createdz are two distinet histories with

8 meagre likeness between the two.

pier tv Cu-mafuclmg}f Cﬁ_



driven from the domain of consciousness.) For this reason, be-
cause the actual processes of creative thought are denied recognit-
ion in social currency, they are regarced as impalpable and twrmed
gonerally ¥omk "intuitive." Now it is a2lso true that lumped into
the class of intuitions so-called are all the dark wishes and sup-
pressed motivations which society or the individual regerds as "iJ-
legal." This cohabitation of creatlve thotight processes with &FHX
#E "eriminal" tehdencies only suggests, and legitimately so, that
creative thought processes are regarded by society in some way as

Neriminal®™ tendencies.

This might seem to confirm a belief that
the individual personality is comprised off one part that is social,
on the surface, and en asocial, individual part bemeath. On the
contrary, the suppressed part is as social —Tas Jung discovered -
as the surface. Contradiction does not properly implyZE} that the‘
affirmation of one side of a contradiction is the denial of the oth-
er — we have, in this feature of the personality, an exemplary il-

Justration of the interpenetration of ovposites, EEXH Both are soc-

ially determined, thesis and antithesis, in respect to which the syn-
thesis of new: conscious forms represents synthetic judgment. Again,
this doe%épt imply that ideas reflect anything but reality, but only
. that ideas are not a product of simple, mechanically-conceived pro-

cess of perception-by-themselves, that thoughts are not merely
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gense~impressions. In exploring the contradictory aspects of the
bhuman personality, we are only discovering an important aspect of

the process by which objective knowledge is to be attained.

A most important discussion of one side
of this problem is found in the sﬁging, 1962, issue of Daedalus,in
laurence. Kuble&s article, "The Fostering of Creative Scientific

Productivity." He states the problem

"No one knows as yet how widely and evenly distributed
latent creative potential is in the population as a
whole., We know only that, given a certain opportunity
and a certain rmezrmesed concatenation of internal and
external forces, a certain mmber cof students !'survive!
the rigors of our technicues of selection and education.
Unhsppily, wo also know that the ability to 'shuvive?
doos not correlate mmmd@ier closely with the ability to
produce. creatively later. We lmow rather that the
creative capacity of many is destroyed, only a few
swrvivors retaining their creative zest and skill...."

Kubie reports his fwmes conferences with "departmental and adminis-

trative heads: in various institutions for research and training in

different fields of sciences®

qf
"They describe students who have a high absgptive cap-

scity and who are always able to reproduce learned mate
ertial with facility and fidelity, bu?who never become
creative...etc.,etc."
What is it that seems to be destroyed? What is this creative ability,
this creative activity which ssems often antithetical to successful

scholastic performancé?



"As stated elsewhere, the uncovering of new data and
of new relationships among both new and old data is
not the whole of creativity, but it is that addition
to the mastery of established data which charactorizes
‘creativity. Thus croativity implies invention: to
wit, 'the malting of new machines or processes by the
application of m= old or new principles, or by a come
bination of thom in order to uncover still newer facts
and newer combinations, thus to synthesize new patterns
out of data whose interdependence had hitherto gone
unnoted and vnused.! Or agein,'Cogitation and intelli-
e ] genca:" that is,!'Cogito -~ shaking things up, to roll
the bones of one's ideas, memories and feelings, to
make a great melting-pot of ewpeorience: plus the super-
imposed process of intelligo, i.e., consciouslly, self-
critically but retrospectively to go through an after-
the~act process of choosing from ameng unanticipated
combinations those patterns which hove mew significance,!
That is what constitutes creative activity.

"Here the critical psychological fact is that the recog-
nhtion of new data and now relationships and the assemb-
ling of new combinzctions are predeminantly a preconcceioug
process, not the outcome of either unconscious processes
(2s is mistakenly claimed) or of conscious rumination.
The former zmmcizimtm confines and restricts the play of
preconscious processing. The latter samples it in a
pedestrian fashion, checks Xk and tests it, and anchors
it to reality. Therefore, the impact of these two con-
current processes on the free play of preconscious pro-
cessing should bu the focus of every inguiry into the
influence of any educational program on the creative pot-
ential of human beings. This is where we would find the
interplay between psychosocial processes and the ubiquit-
ous masked neurotic processes of the so-called 'normall™

Then, in his summary, Kubie presents an argument paralleling that we
have already sutmitted. A comparison of owr view and his, respeéting
the different basis from which they have respectively proceeded, may
be of substantial value to the reader im his attainment of his owm

conclusions and comprehension of the subject before us here:
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"In the higher education of scientists, wo seem to be
duplicating a mistake to which we have all bocome ace
customed in the earlier phases of cliild decvelopment,
It is well known that the small child has an extra~
ordinsrily free and creative imagination, which he mani-
fost in his use of words, images, color, design and
tones, and his general attitude to the world about hinm.
Under the impect of many forces which oparate in io=x
early life, this freely creative imagination usually
dissappears or at least goes underground. We know
the nature of some of the destructive forces, but not
all. Ve can recognize that some arise as a distortion
of the child!s own develooment. Ve know also that his
spontaneous inhibitory processes are re-onforced by
many culturalf attitudes, by the mm 'conspiracy of
silence! that surrounds the problens which ars most ime
portant .to the child, his struggles over anis lustful
and destructive impulses and over his curiosity about
the human body and its apertures, products, functions,
feelings, and sensations. Later tho inhibitory proc-
esses are further re-enforced by certain ingredients
in owr educational systen, =ymwifiead specifically by
a festishistic emphasis on drill and grill. In the
educational procasses of advanced sclentific xaxx
training, the destructive ingrodients scen even nore:
strongly entrenchad. This would appear to be why so
meny gifted young students of science who have been
carefully screened and selected undergo a profound at—
trition of their cresative potentials...

"ot many of even the gifted and potentially creative
students survive the impact of drill and grill., e
do not know how many survive and how many fail. VWe

know only that a heavy toll is paid. Those who are does-

trov;ed\ constitute a wastage of creative manpower, caus-
. ad. by gamethod education which destroys creativity and
the freedom of our preconscious functions. Yet this
destruction is certainly not due to educational process-
es alona. There is an earlisr process of destruction
that arises out of those deop we2ls of unrecognized
guilt and fear which hamper the free play of himan ine
agination. These nsurotogenic forces are universal but
variable. They are intengified but not created by the
impact of a wrongle oriented educational process.!

1 —
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Since human méntal life is metaphorical
in the way in which it identifies those objects which are the sub-
ject of activity with persons, and since it would be a violation of
the fundamental principle of true science, the '"reality principle"
of Hegel, Marx, Durkheim and Freud, to regard the errors of higher
education gimply as errors, we are led to account in a more funda=
nental way thé%;Kubie undertakesg for the "neurotogonic processes”
of higher education. For organized intellectual life, higher
education in particular, has a totemic system in every respect in-
terconnected with the totemic system of capitalist productive relat-
ions as a whole. Ve have elready stated that notions of ritual and
opinion are always associated "totemically" with persons to whom is

attributed a particular category of authority as a speaker for opin-

ion, a Priest of, in this case, acadomic ritual. In this way we

are led to examine the immediate basis for stultification not merely
in particular procedures and rituals of education, but in the author-

ity-structure of educational institutions.

It is easy to make the connection between

this authority-gtructure and its rituals and the factory system. These
standardized
phenomena, the emphasis on drill in spocfiwrbocmrks

mfprocedures of
production, the student's mxim ironic &llusionsz to the "diploma-mill,"
or "factory," the influence of corporate hiring criteria on academic
programs, etc.,, are superficial evidonce, of course. Nonetheless,

this superficial connection is proven to describe a real connection
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underneath the mere appearance. It is easy to show how academic
1life is controlled by the direct influence of governmental and cap-
italist subsidies, or to show the connection between the standards,
forms and contents: of formal education and the power of the capital-
ist employer who collectimely, by his opinion of a university, his
preference or dislike for its graduates as a whole, may encourage
Its growth or abort its influence. However, it is merely empir-
icism —— albeit an empiricism of better intentions — to attenpt to
account for the form of the educational process on the grounds of

thpse factors and influences,

The real basis for the disease under cone
sideration is the authority-structure of organized intellectuval lire.
Ag Durkheim reports, that "it is from opinion that it"(science)'holds
the force necessary to act upon opinion." That educabors should be
subject, therefore, to that general body of opinion which compels |
parents: to similarly oppress their children, "brainwash" and stultify
them, is more necessary than remarkeble, It is also nscessary that
the university should acquire an authority-structure with the same
general "totemic forms" and social purposes as: the authority struct-
ure of the bourgeois family. The principal social function of educat-
ors, like the principal educationaJ%%unction of the bourgeois family,

. is that of "head-fixera."



i ‘ Again, wo have noted that one of the prin-
cipal features of social life in general is that preeminence which
each institution gives to ikg opinion of itself, In the Catholic
Church, the central feature of institutional life is necessarily the
"masgs." It iy merely empiricism to attempt to account for tle pre-
eminence of the principle of the "mass" on syncretic grounds or other
nmercly subjective influsnces., It is the gathering together of the
nenbers of an instibution in a meeting overladsn with sensual color
which is the principgl means by which the institution establishes -
brings into soclal currency == and reenfarces the rituvals and opin-
ions essential to bind its members to the tasks of maintaining the
ingtitution's integrity. It is only by such meetings that any social
institution establishes its anvthority, its forms, and obitains the con-
sent of its members: for the aufchority of its accredited spokesmen.

It is out of the actual meeting or the organizational forms which

are the abstract expression of the integument binding the mombers to-
gother that the spokesmen acquires a mystical, charismabic -- if you
like, importance in the eyes of his laity. It is by such meetings
that tho leader becomes a Jleader actuelly, and by which leaderé move
the masses: of an institution to concerted action. In this way we
Imow that he who would move society to action on bohalf of some cause
and who, at the same time holds the meeting, the organization of the

people in poor regard — we know that that person 1s deluded or a

fraud.
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In education,'the moans by which organ=-
ized intellectual 1life maintains its opinion of itself, imposes
rituals and opinions on its subjects, is the classroom, in which
the instructor assumes the role of a priest, establishing a system
of "marks" - rewards and punishments — through which he uses the
force of classroom opinion gencrally to provoke a higher or lower
social opinioTn of each individual member. It is well-known that
the social opinion of an individwsl is the basis, in principle, far
his own self-esteem, effecting a growth or diminution of his "ego-
strength." This "ego-strength" itself generally determines the in-
dividual's capacity for action. In sum, if one deg&@des Or OS=
tracizesﬂan individual socially, ome is a fool or wwrse to subse-
quently cxriticize the ostracized issst individual for the quality of
hig performance. As to the effects of this authority-structure,
the individual student has only to make a critical self-analysis of
his own attitudes toward instructors, faculty supervisors, etec. I%
is not merely a matter of the practical influence which these auth-
orities may or may not posses in respect to the student's opportun-
ities in later life, it is not a matter of the actual attaimments
of instructors in their fields, etc., but is an affective outlook
born of organized intellectual life as a social institution, as a
microcosm of authority-organized society, and the "imprinting" of
a dispoi%ion to respond to the academic ai’ckgori’qv stmucture with

Wb

the "reflexes" of bourgeois family l1life /\ earlier hildhood.
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The instructor asserts that mastery of
the rituwal is the means to knowledge. This 1is a lie, or, more
charitably, a profound self-dclusion on the part of tis instructor,
The 'emphaéis on ritual has nothing to do with the actual achjf\;emcnt
of knowledge; the real object of ritual is the maintenance of the
authority-structure of organized intellectual life. It is the means
of inculcating ideology, it is a feature of imstruction whnich is best

exemplified at any mw&m Roman Catholic mass.

It is small wonder that bourgeois society
considers a creative thinker as a "genius," the product of a miracle!
That is, provided his creative activity can v circumscribed within
the bounds of accreditsd bourgeois ideologys eny other discoveries:
UIf they are not in harmony with the mass of collective representat-
iopg, they will be denied; minds will be closed to thaom; consequently
it will be as if they did not exist." This is, for example, why so
many professore foolishly delude themselves that Marxism is unscient-

ific or that they have Zui=e disproven Marx!

Here we confront the evidence, again, of
the interrelationship between ideology and illusion. 4“ducation says
it aims to promote knowledge and creative thought. Itg real aim —-
underlying a wishful lie about education's aims — is to stultify

-

thought, suppress creative gctivity. Precisely because creative act-



ivity is generally a profound threat to the established autharity
structure of organized intellectual 1ifey Jjust as the bourgsois
fomily is entrusted with the task of "brain-washing," mind-crip-
pling the young, because there, too, creative thought is the enemy

of bourgeois thought and institutions.

Psychoanalysis, in exploring the nature
of the human mind, is compelled to differentiate among the various
tendencies in the lman personality. Therefore, sufficiently de-
veloped and extended, psychoanalytic work must inevitably tend to
expose the superficial, ritual, illusoary character of the obedience-
training side of education in particular and bourgeois family and
social 1ifc generclly, even to the point of discovering and emrnobling
in popular opinion the processes of actual creative thought. Freud
and his collaboradors have already accomplished ruch of this dis-
closure in respect to bourgeois family life., Kubie'!s article and

his essay,The Neurotic Distortion of the Creative Process, illustrate

the way in which this pame psychoanalysis ppoceeds from exposing

the lies of bourgeois morélity in the family to exposing the lies
underlying higher- education's opinion of itself. Thus, wo can see
the statistician's attack on psychoanalysis in its true light, as
an ill-disguised‘“witch hunt" against "subversives" in the interests

of bourgeois ideology.
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Profits Versus Sanity

That is not to imply that scientism
wishes to stamp out psychoanalysis entirely. The object of the
attacks is like the effort to suppress the creative process, an
effort to shackle, to bring under control, to impose upop it the
ritual aéimethodology of bourgeois intellectual life. In fact,
that objoct has been substantially accomplished in the case of
the ggggggg and behaviorist-oriented psychoznalysts. The pro-
ponent . of seientism feels partly secure in respect to some as-
pscts of psychoanalytic therapy; there are, however, other as-
pects of psychoanalytic science ¥hich threaten to expose "“dark
secrots! which tho bourgeois "priesi' is at the greatest pains
to congfal even from himself. He will, like a typical patient
in the}érly stages of analysis, agree to the treatment as long
as the doctor does not try to probe into "ecertain areas". It is

hardly accidental that idwisweredimzmsly prohibited subjects are pre-

cisely those of the groatest therapsutic significance.,  Similarly,
an experienced managemené consultant knows that the areas which
the client instructs him to keep "his nose out of" are usually

the very arcas of the greatest importance for solution of the
problems of that firm. It was on precisely such grounds that

the established faculties of psychology reacted so violently,

with such wnprincipled, contemptible rage to Freud's wisksckssmmmpers:
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disclosures on those aspects of sexuality, of 'mormal? bourgeois
faimly 1ife, which those profess§rs:wore at such despérate pains
to qonceal from themselves. To the degree that psychoanalysis
will consent to violate its own ethical requirements and not probe
the issues involving the patient's, xme the scientist's, areas of

reiistance, psychocanalysis will be tolerated.

It is readily demonstrated that bourgeols
society has no desire %o promote sanity. It only wishes to curb what
it torms gbnormal behavior, that is to say beshavior which deviates from
the legal and moral standards of boupgeois prescriptions. The con-
copt of norm @pmmesdity 1s more or less adequately indicated by its

trus sgynonym, obodionce.

It happens that many people who are dis-
turbed are also abnormal in their behavior, just as: smme of the most
seriously diseased personalities are normal. It is clear enough
that tho notions of norma} and alnormal are legal fictions, or, at
lest morégi.ﬂictions having 1ittle direct correspondence with the
individual's state of mental health, This feature, the obedience
test, is démonstrated in one of the more prevalent criteria of so-
calladd mormality,! the individual's form of response to tha struct-

ured system of rewards and punishménts established by capitalist
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morakax goclety, or, the extreme legal fiction, of ths "knowledge
of ths distinction bobtween 'right'! and 'wrong'!.™ It only hap-
pens, as might be readily compréhenyled, that certain j;npaﬁ(’]men’cs

of mental health Iead to mental and active behavicr in direct fon-
flict with one of these standards. However, if & herd of hyster-
ical zombies satisfied the essential test, the obedience test, 6f
bour geoig morality, the‘bourgeoisie would be amply satisfied with
the state of national health. What concerns the bourgeoisie was
apX¥ly epitomized by a m.ggisg glogen coined to promote contributions
to mental health campaigns: MEEZERE "Support Mental Health or I'1l
Kiil You,"

Capitalist "priests assume thal mental
health can be statistically controlled Just because the legal notion
of mental health assumes that the state of mind can s determined in
respect to concepts in more or less direct correspordence with the
logal and moral 'norme@t categorical moral and legal judgmehs of
bourgeois socisty. Soﬁ&e particularly demented expressions of this
delusion are encountered in attempts to construct a mathematical logic
of morality, or of human bohavior generally, as in "game theory," etc.
The notion that psychology is not properly statistical, by argument
or example of practice, implies immediately that the "natural" stand-

ards of human behavior do not necessarily correspond to bourgeois
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ag. prompily _
morality, which tends: to leadrﬁ%xf?%uﬁu&g to the "absoludly sub-

versive' inference that capitalism is not the "matural," "most
perfoct" organization of human society, not precisely the only

"begt of all possible worlds."

Capitalism, however, despite the vicious-
ness with which the spread of psychoanalytic ideas was originally
regarded, has beon compelled to admit of the extension of psycho-
snalytic pfactico for regsons paralleling its promotion of medicine.
Just bscause capitalist society is confronted with the problems of
abnormal behavior associsted with certain dysfunctions of the per-
sonality, and because even capitalist moraiity does not q{é}ggg&%g
permit the extermination of its subjects in large numbers, and be=-
cause the costs or iIncaceration are a drain on surplus value, capit-
alist society had to tolerate psychoanalysis on practical grounds.
The job of the psychoanalyst, and the condition of bourgeois toler-
gtion of itg practice, is that he confine his work to delivering
abnof&el people back to the production-line in condition to produce
profits, not to disrupt by abnorrwal beshavior the orderly social proc-

esses of capitalist society, such as by running amulk,.

Captialism, aw is shown by the exponents
of its more liberal tendencies, is more or less tolerant of a certain

kind and amount of "liberal" criticism of its errors and abuses. It
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is willing to allow statements which attribute personelity disorders
to slum conditions, to bhad parenﬁs, to divorce, to "excessive" op-
pressions, ete., In this way, capitalism consents to have psycho-
logy explain personality disorders -=- rather, alnormal behavior —-

on the grounds: of such abuses, excesses and errors., Capitalism will
even, woighing the social cost of the "abuses" and "errors'" against
tho financial cost of carrections —- such as decent housing and
wages for the most oppressed —- occasionally manage té correct such
errors, make token corrections or profess to look favorably on future
steps to correct. It is even willing to have the bourgeois family
criticized as an institution, to tolerate public discussion of cor—
relations between "abnormal' parental behevior and disturbances in
the personalities of his children, evean vo permit some changes in
value respecting the secondary norms of famlly and social life gen-
erally. Finally, however, it demends that the psychologist, socio-
logist, confine himself to such topics.in the etlology of mental dis-
ease, and to keep scrupulously clear of all analysis which establishes
a necessary connoction between mental discase and the rzssssks norms,
the more sesential features of bourgeois morality and éocial relate-
ions. Finally, the assipgned task of the psychologist is limited,
by the cepitalist authorities, to readjusting the '!abnormal! or poﬁ-
entially abnormal person to normal bowrgecis life, to reconciling

the disturbed individual, the victim of oppression, to a state of

" reverence and obedience toward his OpPressor. It demands that
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psychoanalysis sell out its essential ethics and its scientific
principles in the iyterests.of "adjustment psychology" and the
reconciliation of the oppressed to his oppressor.  This contempte-
ible revisicnism, properly classed with the Social-Democratic re-
visionists of Marx, is exemplified in Carl G. Jung's Yale Terry

lecture, Psychology & Religion, and in practice by the behaviorist

tondencies among psychologists generally.

However, it is not enouph that revisions=
ists soll out, subject psychoanalysis to the ncurotic rituals of
statistical ideclogy; the high priests of capitalist intellectual
life demand that an accounting statement be drawm up, to be deliver-
ed to their master, showing that for certain agpregate fees ( which
the bourgeoisie may permit obedient psychologists to collect ) that
the capitalist production line has received a certain amount of ad-
ditional profit by way of a quantity of formerly abnormal (i.e, dis-
obedient) individuals returned to their appointed labor. The test
wliich the accountant will apply for that purpose will not,be found
in any of the worthless textbooks which purport to define a norm
for mental health; the accountant's standard is celebrated in the
even scarcely articulate "Jeffreysisms'" of any foul-mouthed semi-
%}aragé political baék'presiding over a local magistrabe's court.

That is the meaning behind editor Ubell's
ohailenge to psychoanélysis: it is only a demand that '"head shrinkers"

degrade‘thcmsolves, prostitute thsﬁselves to the rols of '“heoad fixers.!



