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INTRODUCTORY

Since 1914 I hed been puzzled as to the reason for
the very general neglect of psychology by the leaders of
the psychiatric speciality. It seemed to me self-evident
that/even for the purpose of describing, defining and
diagnosing the morbid entities which it was the task of
pathology to explain, psychologicel conceptions were
esséntial. lental symptoms are the chief data of
‘ péychiatry. At first I attributed this disrepute of
psychology to its abstract nature and its preoccupation
with cognitive processes, It seemed from an episte-

mological point of view, as if psychology were in much

the same descriptive, phase of development as chemistry

was when it left the hands of the alchemists, The
introspecting mind distinguished aspects and gualities
of experience, just as primitive chemistry distinguished

primary and secondary properties and attributes of matter.

In both cases the student aimed to smalyse the impressions
maede by the object of his study upon his sensorium, instead
of obserwing the naturel history, behaviour and interaction

of this object with other objects. Just as weight, wetness

’

rlasticity, translucency, taste, etc., are aspects or

qualities, not elements or components, of water which can

be/



be abstracted from it conceptually}but which cannot be
presented to our senses in separation from each other

or from the unimaginable "essence' in which they 'inhere;
so gualities of sensation and feeling and even the three
agpects of mental prowess, cognitive, conative and affect-
ive, are not real elements of mindi’ They do not interact
with each other and mey indeed owe thelr apparent
independence to the mind which discriminates them, That
éonation and affection are descrip%ions of mind rather
than real factors in mental procees/is apparent when we
remember that psychology did not find it necessary to
recognise the latter until the end of the eighteenth century}
and that even yet the validity and nature of the
distinetion iswmot agreed upon (Brentano).

It appeared to me then fhat Just aes chemistry had
stultified 1tself for a time with purely descriptive
method and the purely illusory problems it raised of
’ essencés, properties and attributes, so psychology might

even now be doing the same thing and elaborating sterile
hair-gplitting distinetions. This supposition accounted
also fairlymrell for the relatively high prestige of the

Freudian psychology. Although the latter had involved
itself in all the difficulties of associationism, it had

at the seme time founded itself upon an analysis rather
than/ |



III.

than upon a description of mind. That is to say, that
instead of distinguishing aspects and classifying forms
of mental process, it had catalogued and studied the
relations and natural history of concrete ideas, images,
wishes, etec. Although perhaps it credited these with
too great a measure of functional independence, there

is no doubt that in accepting these cognitivegrconativeq -

..affectiv%/ uits as the elements and factors of mind,
psycho=analysis opened up for itself an avenue of real
developpent.

In 1918 in iiesopotamia, I had an opportunity of

7‘ studying insanity among orientals. In six hundred
admiszions in that year I came across twenty‘seven
different races representing most cultures on the
sowth Paclific littoral. For various reasons the

. praecox paranoid‘group aggregated about forty per cent
of this material, and I was impressed with the following
facts.

. I, The extreme frequency of a history of a change of
religion in these cases,though changés of religion in
these‘cultures are in general rare, involving as they
do entire change of custom, tradition, associates, and
even ofveconomic conditions.

II. The remarkable uniformity in certain respects of the

praecox/



praecox snd paranoid syndrome smong members of so many
and such widely differing cultures.

These observations emphasised the essentlal
sutistic aspect of the disease, or, as I now see it,

the peculiar indifference of these cases to the beliefs

of their fellows.

In studying the varleties of religious belief more-
over'their essential similarity to delusional formation
forced itself upon my attention. In the lower religions
wish-fulfilments and phantasy-replacements of rea;ity
are apt to be naive. Viewed collectively by & non-
believer they could not be regarded as other then
collective or social delusions. The significance of

changes of belief, of individual delusion, was therefore
e@phasised,and the social point of view appeared as
necessary for the understanding of belief and delusion
as the data of individual psychology. |

While it is abundantly evident that psycho-pathology
deals with Avery heterogeneous collection of cases, it
.seems more than probable thai over and above brain
disesase aﬁd defect and various endo-psychic mechanisms,

that there are a group of causes affecting unfavourably

the/ v



_of cextain .
the social rapportyindividuals, 1.e., their affective

relations with their fellows and with their culture. It
may have psychological as well as practical social
significance that certaln groups of cases are character-
ised by indifference tovthe fwelings and bellefs of their
fellows, to convention, custom, tradition and law. It
appeared as if the psychology of the individual tended to
d;sregard the mechanism of socisl integration, or at least
paid too little attention to it. Here I perceived .another
)possible resson for the relative success of the Freudian
@syohology. Besides being objective it is from the first
concerned with the affective relationéhips of individuals
to each other, it is predominantly a social psychology, in

topic if not in method. All the seme the Freudian
psychology éentres its interpretation upon the individual
nmind, teking the common view that culture, myth, etc.,

‘are 1its produbtionq. Irnest Jones even "yAR and Individual
iPsychology" (1915] explicitly argues against the possibility

<

of any social as distinect from an individual psychology.

Peycho-analysis moreover was supplementing its doctrines
with a nnmbef of bilological theories, thereby implying

thet it had exhausted the potentialities of the psycho-

logica;/



psychologicel method. In particular it interpreted
certain facts and sequences of early mental development as
being the expression of an innate tendency to recapitulate
#om phases of ancestral evolution. In attributing so

much to germinal causes psycho-analyqté are for once in
agreement with meny psychiatrists who abjure psychological
explanations in toto. Such an alliamce is naturally very
strong, for whe would dispute with the physiologists what
the psychoanalystg yielded to them? It seemed therefore
as 1f psycho-analysis had already forestalled social
'psychblogy, and by linking up with physlcal science, had
rendered all other explanations superfluous.

Any psychopathlc process not dus to recognised
individual traumatas, would then be due to germinal in-
@eritanbe..

We Xmow however that hesides germinal inheritance
there is a social inheritanée, a transmission of culture,
tradition and even of tastes and points of view, family

pecullarities are transmitted by imitation. Soclal and

whavlance are Toem € some exhind w eyl‘luaﬁ‘a:u
germinal englane%&enﬁ, and 1t is not obvious what

relative parts they play in the transmission of psycho-
pathy. While the germinal inheritance of imbecility, and
of other gross organic defects and disorders, is manifest,

the failure to demonstrate this transmission in the case

of/



VII,

of the neuroses snd the psychoses is all the more gléring.
Though fac§§ and even the lagic of the stafistical method
are strained to the uttermost, though the conjecture of
dissimilar heredity is mede to help out the evidence of
the inheritance of insanity,instead of'being based thereon,
in spite of all this special pleading,the hereditary
transmission of the neurbses and psychoses remains doubte
ful. It is even possible that the facts admit of a
different cultural, interpretation.

The part attributed to the germinal mechanism by the
psycho~-analytic school in their recapitulation hypothesis,
'is even more quéstionable thaqkhe crude attribution of all
psychopathies to germinel variation. I have therefore
critically exmamined:-

(1) the evidence for, and theory of, the germinal
transmission of mental characters in general and of psycho-~
pathy in particular. ,

(2) The extent snd validity of the lisson between psycho-

analysis and blology.
(3) The validity and necesgit& qf the theory of mental
recapitulation and the question of glternative i;ter-
pretation of the facts. |

The first paper (written 1920 published 1922, Journal

of Neurology and Psychopathology) is selected from the

grou@/
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7]
group dealing with heredity and insanity}and included in

1
this thesis because it indicates the relations of this
topic to psychopathology, and in particular to sociel
inheritance - the mechanism of the transmission of culture
and tradition., The second paper 1s a general criticism
of Freud's attempt to secure psycho-analysis upon a
blological foundation, an attempt which 1f successful
F s U “$0cind * ol forilaleans ome

would secure for his psychology incontestable supremacy,,
The third and fourth criticise, in more detail, his
attempt to place a biovlogical 1nterprétation upon certain
facts of mental development. Liy position is that not
only is this recepitulation hypothesis false and un-
tenable in itself, but that it hinders our understanding
of the true psycho-sociological significance of the facts,
(Faper number three, written 1922 published 1924, Journal
ovaeurology and Psychopathology)

Pari passu with these biological considerations I
studied the psychological basis of the social adaptation.

I noted that this was not homologous throughout the
enimal kingdom (Lencet Nov. 19th, 1921, "Significance of
the Sexuai Instinci for Psychology and Anthropology), and
~eriticised the sttempt to explain society as due to the
operation of a specific instinet ("Critique of the Theory
of ngd'Instinct:written 1921, published Journal of

Mental/



Mental Science, 1922, paper number five of thesls.)
In a series of articles in the same Journal I then
indicated the sphere and principles of social psychology,
examining its relation to the_psychology of the individ-
ual, with a view to understanding its applicability to
psychiatry (Journel of Mental Science, 1923, paper
number six of this thesis.)

vThe clinical ppportunities afforded by my position
ss Medical 3uperintendent of the Criminal ILunatic
Department, induced me to begin my review of soclial
phenomena with a study of the actual disorders of the
social dispopition. FPaper number sg;en is a discussion
of the conception and gnosology of moral imbecility
and morsal 1nsanity. Paper number eith consists of two
11lustrative case histories (Journsl of Mental Scieﬁce,
1924.) [72062%4/6‘«4%47 Dirtorrane 5) %“";J

Conclusions as to the sssential natﬁre of the social
rapport, (or, regarded from the stgndpoint of the
ﬁsychology of ihe individual, ‘'the social dispositioﬁ)
can only be dravm from en snalysis of much caese material

considered in conjunction with the facts of suggestion,

of mob behaviour, of early affective dewelopment, of
comparative sociology, of the natural history of culture,

(ethnology) /



(ethnology), and generally of psychopathic phenomena -
an immense variety of complex data. A synthesis of all
these facts snd theories is not possible at any given
time, and has not been attempted by me at this stage/
even a summsry must have arbitrary and fellacious
definiteness. These and:gg;érs represent merely the
tentative exploration of a wide field from a new point
of view,~- that of social psychology. The most I can
claim fot them is a prepsratory utility, that in

clearing the ground by the demolition of certain

obsolescent theoriea,.zjz is made for the trying-out
AR mo-pan's lan weenm hloqy «
of social psycholggjﬁié not occupied by eny’dne co-

herent theory, but by & number of partial explanatlions,
which often contradict each other. A critical review
of these topics must therefore itself be somewhat dis-
connected; to be mBeful it must deal with the critlcised
theories gseriatim, and it can never aim at systep and
coherence for 1tself,except in so far es it proceeds
always from the same fdata and standpoint. lMoreover

the utility of a criticism depends upon its prompt

publication/and for this reason a systematic criticism

of the whole field, even if poesible, would be useless,
Tt therefore seemed bestito present the series of

rapers in their original form.
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yeks

PSYCHOPATHOLOGY AND THE THEORY OF PSYCHOPATHIC

(GERMINAL) INHERITANCE

In the psychological interpretation of a mental
disease such as paranoia we are under fhe necessity of
explaining the statistical fact of its high familial
incidence. For the physico-chemical interpretation,
however, the heritability of 'delusional insanity!
presents no difficulty; indeed, in the absence of any
gpecific histopathological findings, any characteristic
lesion or abnormelity whatever, the evidence of 1ts
inheritance is the only empirical ground for assuming
in this mental disease/a structural basis determined
otherwise than by function. 3Since there is physical
but notféhy?%cal continuity between successive generat-
1ons,fit might be argued that structure alone is
transmitted; so far as morbid inheritance is proved a
significant factor in the &lology of the neuroses, to
the éame extent the psychological etiology will be
invalidated, ‘

In this way ihe question of inheritence becomes
crucial for psychiatry. Thosefdiseases which are fatally
determined ab_ovo must have a purely 'organic' development
(pathogenesis), musp be studied and formulated !'physically®

effective treatment (if any such be imaginable) mugt
follow/




follow the seme lines, and it would appear that
prophylaxis is limited to eugenic measures, If the
germinal cguse be necessary, but not in itself sufficient
then prophylaxis or treatment that preserves the
individual without diminishing his fertility (or at
least limiting it in certain directions) will defeat
its own ends by disseminating the predisposition through
the population. In so far as we attribute pathogenic
efficiency to a germinal abnormality (always hypothetical)
we 1imit the significance of 'trauma.' By solving the
etiological problem in this manner we decrease the value
snd interest of the study of disease; by emphasizing the
importanoe of germinal determination (morbid), and hence
of inherited structure, we assign & superficial r0Gle
to psychological interpretations. This would not further
our wnderstanding of the phenomena of paranoia and the
neuroses,

It shoﬁld be noticed that those diseases with
mental symptoms in which an herbditary tramsmission has
been most clearly made out, are precisely those in which
the organic basis is most obvious.

The ideal of psychopathological interpretation is
the formulation (from the standpoint of both experience

and behaviour) of the nature and development of the

morbid condition under its consideration, and the

reference/



reference of abnormalities to traumata (in the widest
sense) acting through the sense organs (i.e., by normal
afferent channels) and not by physical or chemlcal

means, directly upon nerve tissue. Fundamental,
endogenous abnormalitles of disposition are subJectively
imintelligible; they could not be apprecliated by the
patient or communicated to the doctor, since each inter-
prets mind in terms of his own, and words exist only

for trans-subjective meanings.' The subjective'evaluation
of innate disposition is then impossible (except by

exclusion); behaviour gives at best & rough quantitative

indication of this; and it is obvious that psychopathology
cannot assimilate the 'individual!' and the 'innate! into
its causal sequence. It 1is concerned with abnormal

modifications of thoughland conduct due to sbnormal

experience, and its objective i1s to complete as far as
possible this causal explanation, deducing therefrom
rational prophylexis and treatment.

So far as yalues and gualitative experience
‘generally are concerned, we have no resources but the
current psychological conceptions interpreted in terms
of our own experience. By what other vehicle than

terms of accepted meaning can the patisnt commimicate

to/



4.

to us his thought proéesses? He has no standard of
comparison to enable him to aprreciate his abnormality;
even if he had a supernaturally acquired insight, he
has no meahs‘of imparting to us an appreciation of any
qualitative differences bgtween his mind and ours. Only
in so far as minds are similer cen they develop (since
develbpmmnt igs a social process); only in so far as
they are similar cen they be scientifically studied and
understood. Even could psychological analysis delve
down (subjectively) to the bedrock of inherited
tendencies, etc., it could never satisfactorily
generalize these, could never meke of them & scientific
pathology. |

For the psychopathologist, then, & patient is a

potentially normal mind whose feelings, bellefs,

attitudes, interests, and other reasctions have been
warped by abnormal experience. To an understanding of
trauma end pathogenesis he looks for prophylexis and
therapy. The innate and the individual esre an irresol-
"uble residusl which represent the limitations of his
method. He is concerned to critize the genetic inter-
pretation put upon the familial incidence of mental
diseases. For those diseases whose transmission is

proved to be pthysioclogical he must abandon etiological

research; /



research; where proof is wanting he must insist on the
'question remaining open.

I think it is sufficiently obvious that where

| transmission of any disease with mental symptoms is
proved to take place through the‘mechanism of physical
heredity, the physiological interpretation of that
disease starts with a fundamental advantage - the
certainty that its method is wvalid. <n the other hand,
in studying these dlsesses psychopathology must take
account of a fact that is outside its 'universe of
discourse,’

- Here, then, in the mode of 1nheritance of any
particular mental disease, is a criterion which will
enable us to choose our line of research, which might
save the psychopathologist a fruitless task. If the
disease is inherited by physical chaunnels, its
fundamental cause and nature are physical. Fsychological
formulation is secondary and superficial; psychotherapy
at best is palliative; mental hygiene, as I say, & means
of propagating unsoun? gtock. both theoretically and
practically, then, it is a metter of fundémental

importance to attain’definite knowledge of the validity
of the interpretation of the facts in terms of physical
heredity, and whether there is any possible alternative

interpretation.
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Failing orgenic defects or stigmata whose
correlation with innate defect of mind is completely
established, the only positive proof of an organic
transmigssion of mental characters would be a 'i{endelian'
distribution among offspring. The noteworthy attempt
of Davenport and Teeks to demonstrate this has been
‘criticized by liott himself, and we Wili here only remark
that it is fully made out only in those diseases whose
_torganic'! basis is otherwise fully menifest. Unless
such & 'specific pattern' is demonstrated, statistics
can show only a connection between cases, and it seems
worthy while to consider what alternative causal
connection (to the germinal one) can exist. For the
purpose of this ingquiry we can accept the statistics of
familial incidence without criticism, being merely
 concerned to show all possible causal connections between
cases of mental disease, other than hereditary transmission
and physical infection.

It is ebvidus that if traume is here of any

etiological importance, expesure to ldentical traupata

must be a fécior in certain 'bad family histories!.
Unless the ontogenesis of mental &isease be denied, it

must be admitted that envirommental causes themselves tend
to produce a grouping of cases within certain families, in

excess/



excess of theoretical expectation. That is to say, the
incidence will not be trandom!; in the absence of all
causal connection between cases, physical or psychical,
statistics would still show a tendency to EEQE}Z grouping;
by beering on each generation in turn, such traumate
as those arising from poverty and bodily weakness or
deformity will tend to produce & succession of mental
troubles within the family simulating inheritance.

for rsychic characters other channels of transmis~ion
exist than the mechanism of physical inheritance. A
.child's imitation of mannerisms, standardsy and judgments
js notorious. Its sugeestibility is not merely positive;
even the simple organic apretites are profoundly modified
| by upbringing. Interests, ambitions, senge of value
and 'proportion', common-sense'!, 'moral' sense,
sociability (or at least attitude tq,and‘interest in one's
fellows), habits of industry, occupational 'bent', skill
and capacity, tastes, enjoyments, hobbies, amusements,
to say nothing of the capacity for clear and independent
thinking and for controlling conduct in accordance with
decisions so arrived ai - 8ll these are mainly acquired.
Yet these practically form character and disposition;
a healthy balance in these is mental health., Of course

it will be argued that the 'predisposition’ interferes

with /



with the establisiment of these mental gqualities, etec.
This must, however, be proved in general, and not
merely assumed in regard to these cases which eventuate
in psychoses, etc. It may be accepted, howsver, &s
certain that upbringing, as distinet from trauma, has
much to do with mental stability or psychopathic
predisposition, quite independently of our opinion with
regard to the Freudian etlology, the psychic traumata
of infancy, etc., and the pathogenic potentialities of
certain family relationships.

All these considerations indicate the importance
of such ontogenetic factors as, e.g., parental dis-
agreement, irritability, or over-indulgence; the
presence of a neurotic, psychotic, or defective member
in the child's immediate environment, The family
'tradition' or 'atmospheré:,its interests and smusements;
its resources for occupjing and developing rather than
repressing the growing mind; play, games, books, com-
panionships, social ideals and customs - &ll have a

hygienic or pathogenic effect which is limited to the
family and therefore expresses itself in statistics in

a way indistinjuishable from (non-Mendelian) inheritance.
-+

That is to say, that, whatever théir influence for good

or evil, these factors affect families as wholes (to a

large/



to a large extent) thus making cheracter, tastes,
disposition, ability, temperament, and mental stability,:

to some extent acquired family characters. Only the

specific pattern of a Mendelian distribution (by
indicating a chromosomic determinant)/will demonstrate
unequivocally a physical rather than this psychic
transmission. Hence the significance of fhe work of
bavenport and Weeks, Failing the proof of this, the
alternative is a suspension of judgement pending sen
evaluation of the psychic factors.

I have attempted to show thet the neuropatholégical
theory of mental digease 1is associated with the hypothesls
of its hereditary transmission. I think even that the
two lend each other 'moral' as well as logilcal support.

T have also indicated that the crucial test of the
ultimate validity of psychopathological interpretation
ig ite ability to account for high familial incidence

" of the disease-form to which it is applied. If one
might hazard a tentative judgement on these lines
while presuming an agreement upon the evidence, one
might say that as certain mentgl syndromgs have no
typlcal or integrated psychic aspect, but have, on the

other hand, a demonstrably organic basis, we must infer

that/
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that any hereditary relation is physicel, and mutatis
mutendis where no neural lesion or abnormality is

A E———

discoverable. Thus mental defect, as we know, is h
heritable; +the psychoses are guestionably so, with
the exception of peranoia, which with the minor and

anomelous neuroses are probably acguired.
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META-PSYCHOLOGY AND BIOLOGY

The Freudian psychology offers plausible inter-
pretations of such a varied and wide assortment of
phenomena, it has been so suggestive in research and
so potent in therapy, that ite relations to all the
sciences it touches upon are of the greatest interest.
In particular it sssigns such importance in mental
development end functioning to the fund emental
biological urges, that it forms the point of closest
contact.between the mental end the biological sclences.
It is true that "instinct psychologles” of the faculty
type are essentially bilological; but they are & priori,

they meke no more then a formel pretence of being
psychological, and beydnd a sterile, because srtificilal,
slassification of mentel activities,do not advance our
understandiné of mind, Esycho—analysig,on the other
hand,is a genuine empirical psychglogy, and its induct-
jons in its own field seem promising for a correlation
with bioiogical views of the activities of the organism
and with physiological sccounts of their mebhenism,

These facts are recognised and highly valued by Freudians
their attempts to link their theory of mind explicitly

with a physico-biological foundation deserve therefore
close attention.

Freud's /
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Freud's "Beyond the Fleasure Frinciple" seems to
aim at a more general view of mental process, in its
relation to 1life as a whole, than that glven by purely
empirical psychology. Ireud acknowledges the extent
to which this departure involves frankly speculative
reagoning. He exhibits a growing conviction that the
hedonistic interpretation of humen behaviour;,is not
comprehensive and sufficient. Psychological>analysis
cannot get behind the fact that certain stimull are
pleasurable, others painful, that certain activities and
tendencies are inherent in the organism and that the
latter craves certain specific satisfactions for which
no psychological reason can be assigned. That 1s to say,
tha canan of psychlic determingiém cannot get behind the

data of values, it ceannot carry us beyond the pleasure

principle. fThether or not the pleasure principle 1is
really the only or the best instrument for interpreting
mental process, there 1s no doubt,as freud says,that -

psychd-analysis has been bullt upon it. Wherever a
mental phenomenon is traced to a previous mentel fact
(psychic determinism), this process 1s interpreted by
the dynamic formulae of the pleasure principle. “Then
therefore we havg gsearched back to fundamental states

" of mind, i.e., those which do not appear to be derived

from/



from sntecedent ones, we leave the region of psychology
proper., Here we must find substitutes for the

descriptionsof experience that apply in the subjective

sphere, and naturally we will employ physical con-
ceptions. Objectively considered the pleasure -
displeasure mechenism is economic, since its effect 1is
always to reduce psychic tension in the most @drect
available way, ot at the least to keep it sonstant.
Having indicated this translation of the subjective
pleasure principle into an objective economic principle
(essentially identical),Freud sets out to supplement
thé latter with a "dynamic and topographical" presentat-
ion, this he calls meta-psychology, it certainly is a
topic onnthe borderline between psychology and biology.
The latter scilence therefore has claims to consideration
within this sphere. The purpose of this paper is to
discuss how far Freud has done justice to these clalme.

In the first chapter of "Beyond the Fleasure
Principle" Freud briefly‘indicates the chenge of topic,
of method and of point of viewljust mentioned. He

formulates & tentative objective conception of pleasure-

displeasure 88 a rate of alteration in amount of ex-

citation present in the mind - "probably the amount of
dimintation of increase in a given time isnthe declsive

factor for feeling." He quotes with approval Fechner's

hypothests/



hypothesis "that every psycho-physical movement rising
above the threshold of consciousness is charged with
pleasure in proportion as it approximates - beyond a
certain limit - to complete equilibriﬁm; and with dis-
pleasure in proportion a&s it depsrts from it beyond a
certain limit." To me it appesars however as if
Fechner's view would allow us to concelve of an aug-
mentation of excitation that 1s yet pleasuraeble, 1l.e,,
so long as discharge is not too much hindered any
heightening of tension will be actually pleasant.
Pleasure is however undoubtedly & function of detension,
and the general purpose of the psychic apparatus is to
bring this about. On the other hand tension is raised
by the operation of the instincts, appetites and other
tendencies, i.e., by factors meta-psychological in all
but their finasl presentation to the mind. These urges
are in fact felt to be painful even where there 1s no
thwarted conation, even where satisfaction 1s being
freely attaineq,we speak of a 'keen® pleasure in which
introspection can detect an element of pain. 3uch a
view in some form commends a very wide acceptance.

Freud goss on to speak of the limitation imposed

upon the pleasure principle by that of reality,

motivated by the instinct of self-preservation, so that

we/
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we find one 1nstinc£ thwarting the immediate gratificat-
lon of others. The task of the psychic apparatus is
thus noglonger direct detention but compromise (Page 5.),
In the next parsgraph reference 1s made to other wm-
avoidable conflicts within the developing ™ mind. The
psychic apparatus must achieve the co-adaptation of some-
what incompatéble desires and from these conflicting
tendencies organise a harmonious personality. Obviously
the psychologist must reckon with meny factors beyond the
pleasure principle.

The next two chapters develop, from an empirical

standpoint, the view that there is a repstition-compulsion

which is in no wey dependent upon the pleasure principle
and which in fact can and does re-instate memories which
have not, and never have hed, sny plessure value for

the subject, Later (Pages 44-45) he finds that the
com@ulsion to repetition iy a general "charscteristic of
instinet, perhaps of all organic life." He says,

®"According to'this an instinet would be 2 tendency innate

in living organic matter impelling it towards the re-

dnstatement of an earlier condition, one which it hed to

abandon under the influence of external disturbing forces -
e kind of organic elasticity, or, to put it another way,

the manifestation of inertia in organic 1life." (Italics

in original) Having adduced some facts of migration and

spawning/
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spawning, in support of this view, he groceeds, "but the
search for further examples becomes superfluous when we
remember that in the phénomena of heredity and in the
facts of embryology we have the most imposing proofs of
the organic compulsion to repetition." He then refers
to recapitulation in unequivocable terms as suprorting

his position, and states, that a mechanical explanation

of these facts is impossible.

I have criticised the recapitulation hypothesis
elsewhere (Journal of Neurology and Psycho-pathology,
Feb. 1924.)., Here we need merely note how meta-psychology
tends to become biologx}in which science Freud mekes a
rather impressive debut. A formal declaration of a
vitelistic metaphysic, & new definition end usage of the
term inspinct, (which is identified with the formétive
forces of organic development) an assuﬁption of the truth
of the Blogenetic Law in 1ts most extreme form, and as
we shall see, a total disregard for the principle of
evolution by the selection of the fit or of the fittest,
(though the analogous principle of economy 1is made
fundamental for psychology), all these "far-fetched con-
Jectures" form perhaps en adequate reason for calling
the dlscussion meta-psychological rather than biological.

"If then all organic instincts" (does this imply a
division of instincts into organic and psychic?) "are

conservafive, historically acquired, and are directed
towards



téwards regression, towards reinstatement ongomething
earllier, we are obliged to place all the results of
organic developmeny to the credit of external, disturb-
ing and distracting interests. The rudimentary creature
would from its very beginning not have wanted to change
would, if circumstances had remeined the same, have
always merely repested the same course of existence. but
lin the lsst resort it must have been the evolution of
our earth, and its relation to the sum, that has left
its imprint on the development of organisms. The con-
servative organic instincts have gbsorfed everyone of
these enforced alterations in the course of life and
have stored them for repétition; they thus present the
delusive appearance of forces striving after change

and progress, while they are merely endeavouring to
reach an o0ld goal by ways both old and new, This final
goal of all organic striving can be stated too. It
would be counter to the conservative nature of instinect
if the goal of life were a statle never hitherto reached.
It must rather be an ancient starting point, which the
living}being left long ego, and to which 1t harks back
again by all the circuitous paths of development. If
we may assume &s 8&n experience admitting of no exception
that everything living dies from causes within itself,

and returns to the inorganic, we can only ssay 'The

goal/
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goal of all 1life is death', and, casting back, 'The

inanimate was there before the animate,’

Freud himself has commented severely but justly
upom metaphysical system-mongering &s phantasy pro-
jectlons, but what shall we say of this? e have no
evidence of an evolution of physicel conditions on the
earth's surfacq,and of a change in the earth's relation

to the sun which parallels the evolution of life. Ffreud

himself adgits that it is inconceivable how physical
changes could have brought evolution about. Everywhere
life is adapting, speclelising, indeed its chief fallures
ere due to over-specialisad adaptation. Lven the

regressions of parasitism; when viewed in correct

perspective, are seen to be concentrations of effort

upon the vital ends of existence, and accordingly to

be countér-balanced by tremenduous expenditure of energy
upon re—pﬁoduction and by elaborate specialisation where
this 1é of advantage 1.e., in other life cycles and
phases which enable the species to dilsseminate itself

and perhaps maintain itself independently of 1its host.

No biologist would interpret such an involution as
evidence of a tendency to return to a previous evolution-
ary phase, to amore elementary organisation. A species
that cen exist in two or more alternative forms and that

can/
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can maintain itself in as many distinct eﬁvironments,
cannot be regarded as under the influence of a definite
regressive tendency. Death itself has been interpreted
as an adaptation to promote the increase and evolution
of the species. It is more than doubtful whether, as
Freud says, "everything living dies from causes within
itgself.® It may be an imperfection or inadequacy of
the life principle incidental to the attaining of other
evolutionary, ends. It may even be normally due to the

effects of parasitism and hence to the vital strivings

of other organisms. Disorganisation, return to the in-

organic, is certainly due to such activities. No where

in the world of life do we find Freud's regressive
tendency unequivocally displayed, everywhere we find
typward! strivings, adaptations, elaborate specialisat-
ions, regenerations, evolution, as chaeracteristic of
1ife. Involution, disintegration, return to the inorganic,
is to all appearance due to the accident of environment.
Surely it 1s absurd to attribute all the indefinitely
varied and elaborate vital activities in the world to
the crude and uniform physical agencies of envi?onment/
end at the same time to regard death and dissolution

ags the sole aim, end and activity of the vital principle.
Freud is clear-sighted enough to draw, and bold enough
to state, the absurd conclusion that the ego instinects

'the/
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tthe principle of self-preservation', are really death
seeking tendencies, i.e., & desire for the manner of
death peculiar to the organism concerned.

We here see meta-péycholagy becoming metaphysics,
end that without the resulting gain in simplicity and
gsystematisation of knowledge, which alone justifies
philosophical reflection as an aid to science. We can
follow with approval speculative attempts to reduce the
orkanic to terms % the inorgsmic, such fulfil the
sbove condition. Even a pan-psychism might be defended,
But Ffﬁbﬁ is a convinced dualist, i.e., he considers
that animistic explanatione must be used to suprlement
mechanistic formulae. He differs however from most
animists in this/that he uses the vital principle to
explain death and disintegration - a physical process -
and aséigﬁs the explatation of life processes to the
formulae of physical sclence. Thus he accepts the
onus of introducing non-scientific, because teleological,
explanations without using them to explain anything
which cannot be explained on mechanistic lines.

Besides this complete reversal of the blological
conception of life, Fred throughout assumes without
comment or apology, that acquired characters are
inherited. Underlying his idea that 1life harks back

to the inorganic, there is a conception of the directive

force/
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fo;ce of 1life as a memory, such a conception is not
unknownibum adds, I éubmit, another load to his already
top-heavy speculations. He talks of a purposive
striving after death, (return to the inorganic), mean-
ing I take it, that this goal, consclously or
unconscieusly, must he in some serse represented in

the organisms. Since it cannot be afg. idea based upon
sense presentations (in the cése of the lower organisms)
it must be of the general nature of a memory of the
organism's own primordial state. But how, it may be

asked, can living matter remember its own condition

befare it became living matter? And of which 6f its

many inorganic states (prior to vitalisation) does 1t
retain the memory trace? The history of each
constituent atom of the organism’ ig different, yet we
are asked to picture the totality as striving for a
joint reversion. Memory in any conceivable form

ié organic, and cahnot ante-date or refer back to
preorganic phases. The atoms of my body need not have
been part of any ancestral body, and consequently can
have no yearnings to reconstitute such a primitive form,
or indeed any memory of such, they have not necessarily
taken part in evolution, they have been organised by
agssimilation during my ownAlifé-time, and, in the

ordinary course of nature, by katabolism would be

0 geturded/
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returned to the ingrganic state without necessitating

the dissolution of my body as a whole. We find

therefore that the matter of organisms cammot retain the
memory snd cannot possess the desires with which Freud
aprears to credit 1t. Even pan-zooism therefore, the
postulate of memory and desire residing in matter itself,
would not help Freud here since the matter itself has taken
no part in evolution and so cannot possess any tendency to
retracé aﬁd undo thet process. We could go so far with
Freud @s to compare the activity of the pleasure principle
to the running-down tendency of a'clock, instinct and
appetite representing the winding up, when therefore
instinct and appetite fail the clock will run down finally,
but the clock did not design and evelve itself with a view
to reattaining the condition of inactivity.

To my view this whole theory of Freud's is a
phantaéy, his vital aims are achieved, his ambitions fulfill
his interests satisfied, perhaps even he feels that his
work is done, in these circumstances unsatisfied,

repressed, infantile longings for return to the mother
will attain relative preponderance. Combining forees
with & desire to mitigate the unpleasantness of the idea
of death, these have expressed themselves in a phantasy which

has taken scientific form. Freud's intolerance of

superstitious/ |
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superstitious, plainly anthropomerphic immortality'
phantasies, would not allow him to indulge in the
usual 1dea of heaven, but in this theory he achieves
8 return to the mother, he reconciles himself to the
1dea of death and produces a most startling and suggest-
ive scientific theory all at once.

Another difficulty Freud attempts to meet 1s; how
if the life urge is directed towards death has life
not achieved its goal - extinction; why do we find 1life
wherever 1t can be supported; why 1is extinction
apparently due.to fallure of adaptation? Freud suggests
that primitive strains of 1life may in fact frequently
have achteved their own extihctidn, and here he is in
agreement with some of the theories of the origin of
1ife, which represent this as having arisen at more than
one point, perhaps in more than bne form. Now we can
hardly imegine how life could arise, indeed under present
conditions piogenesis is incredible, if we seek the
reason for this we will at the same time discover why
1ife could not have originated at any very widely |
geperated points of time. It is not really necessary
to postulate any vastly different conditions of heat,
moisture, etec., from these prevailing at present. The
impossibility of biogenesis hinges upon the fact of the

presence of parasitlic and saprophytic orgenisms. Prior

to/



to their evolution the whole world was a sterile
crugible in which synthetlc processes were not perpet-
‘ually terminated by digestion, in which nitrites and
carbohydrates etec., could accunulate and interact un-
checked for centuries. After 1ife was once disseminat-

ed over the globe, 8 new genesift from inorganic matter

would no longer be possible. Quite probably therefore

1ife originated from several stenw/bui these stems

were coeval unless stellar dissemination was also

a factor.

Freud!'s rconception of repeated origins and ex-
tinctions of life can therefore be true only up to &
point, snd of course the ndecisive external influences"
which compelled the living gsubstance "to ever more
complicated and circuituos routes to the attainment
of the goel of death" are inconceivable, nor does he
attempt to suggest thelr nature. Ee is then forced
to interpret the self-preservative instinct as "part
instincts designed to Fecure the path to death peculler

to the orgenism" - "the organism is resolved to die
only in its own way."

In opposition to the death instincts (which we
have been in the fallaclous ¢habit of regerding es
egolstic and self-preservative) are the sex instincts
nglthough perhaps it only means & lengthening of the
path/




path to deaﬁh." Nevertheless he regards the contra-
diction as full of significence for psyého-patholcgy,
though he does not indicate the relative importance of
the coincident conflict between the individual and his
culture. Freud seems indeed to contradict himself (Fage
49) where he says "the reproductive cells probably
retain the originel structure of the living substance
ands --detach themselves---charged.--with---the newly
acguired 1ﬁstinctive dispositions." 1In whet form are
we to conceive these dispositions if not as structural
modifications, and how can the originel structure be &
modified structrre? Is this where mechanistic ex-
plandtions fail'us?

These animedversions are not intended as deprecat-
ing the use of speculation, still less as condeming
this particulerly stimulating and original train of
thought. It must be acknowledged also that Freud agein
and again cheracterises this speculation as "far—fetchedw
as "the exploitetion of an idea out of curiosity to see
whither it will lesd" (Fage 26) FHe refers to "this
extreme view" and later criticises it; mnever does he
leave us in any doubt as to what he regards as hypothesis
and what as fact. But surely even free speculation
should teke some account of the canon of parsimony. ,

Te should not sﬁring together a chain of hypotheses of

the/
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the greatest gravity and highly controversisal, each

false if another holds, in order to support some trivial
or doubtful conjecture, the chain will break with its

own weight. 3urely also we should not use hypotheses

in place of ascertained and accepted fact and of
established principles. Yet Freud does hoth these things,
airily he sweeps away the whole fabrie of biology,

taking the greatest liberties with the very principles

of sclence, to make room for a meta-psychology con-
structed of the phantasies of neurotic patients and the

dejecta membra of exploded and outgrown biological

- theorlies selected because they seem to sult his purpose.
I accept most of the Freudian doctrines with con-
viction, Freud himself I regard as one of the. three
great men in the history of mentel science, Doth as
therapy and as mode of investigation of mind psycho-~
anslysis stands supreme. But it is the curse of the
movement that enough imbeciles have been attracted to 1it,
and enough nonsense published in its nasme to do credit
to a school of theology. There is no doubt I am afraid
Dise apcied
that Freud's cautions will be over-looked findings
accepted and developed, that he will in fact be teaching
the wicked ones their ways. It is a deplorable thing
that 2ll but some few of the school adopt his teachings

with such enthusiasm thet they are thereby impelled to

reject/



reject his method, which is essentially criticel and

empirical. FHis whole success was conditioned by his
refusal to accept the ponderous but empty psychlatry
of his day. 'Teke away your a.griori theory' seems

to have been his working principle, 'and let us
develop & theory from ndthing but the facts and the
most intensiwe possible study of the facts.' Tet

here we find him applying a priori inferences from
_psychology to biology, though the latter science 1is

on far the sounder and more objective footing. ZFreud's
objection was to the vicious method of interpreting

one natural group of phenomensa by formulae which were
really derived from the study of another group,and to
the supporting of this a priori theorising by adducing
sklected facts. This objection is perfectly valid,

but the pity is that Freud seems to think the canon of
method should beapplied only in favour of psychology.
He does not seem to realise how easily mete-psychology
becomes & priori biology and thysiology. It ie perfectly
true that if science i1s ever to offer a coherent ex-
planation of nature, the partial theories developed in
each department of experience must constantly endeavour
to extend their zpplication to facts not taken account

of in their own first formulation., In & sense all

inference/
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inference is & priori, but in extending a theorj from
one department of knowledge to asnother, regard should
be paid to theofz already existing in that other, since
it probsably represents the facts on which it 1s based
more,impaftially and systematically than any outside
theory would do. This justice Freud denies to biology,
and in fact leads an incursion into the latter science
as a naive Lamarckian and holding some very unbiological
views on the relation of survival value to evolution.

On page 27 (et seq) we find this argument.
Ferceptual consciousness embraces exteroceptive stimuli
on the one hamd snd feeling reaetioné on the other. It
is in this sense the mediator between orgamism and en-‘
vironment. Originally this mediating function was per-
formed by the whole surface of the simple organism; later
vart of the surface was withdrawn, centralised, and
specialised to deal with the samples of stimuli still
transmitted from the other parts of the ectoderm (re-
maining on the surface) (Fage 29) "The grey cortex of the
brain remains a derivative of the primitive superficial
layer, and it may have ilrherited essential properties
from this." ZIFreud suggests that .the mediating funection
of consciousness, the fact that it "must face towards the
outer Worid and must envelop the other psychic systems"
roints to the localisation of this function ab origine
in/ | '
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in the outer layers of the organism, or, in the case

of higher organisms, their morphological equivalent.

30 far he is reasonable and ingenious, though the
assumption is perhaps greater than 1ts heuristic value
justifies. He says (Fage 27) #We---are in agreement
with the localising tendencies of cerebzl anatomy,

which places the ?seat' of conscicusness in the cortical

layer, the outermost enveloping layer of the central

organ. Cerebral anatomy does not need to wonder why -

' snatomically speaking - consclousness should be accomo-

dated on the surface of the brain instead of being

safely lodged womewhere in the deepest recesses of it."

(Italicsmine), Freud plainly founds upon the assumption
that the cortex of the brain (outer surface) 1is the
homolbgue or direct descendant and representative

of the outermost layers of the egtoderm, whereas of
course, the contrary is the case. In 1ts withdrawal
from the surface the extoderm is turned outside in,
and the "heiys“ 6f the function of the original body
surface should therefore be ependymal cells, ot at
least cells "in the deepest recesses" of the brain.
Both funetionally and developmentally therefore (re-
gardéd'as the apex of the arc) the cortex is the rpart
of the brain furthest removed from the perdphery of

the body. If Freud's argument 1s valid therefore

cerebral/
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cerebral anatomy will have to reconsider the very

theory to which Freud's argument looks for support.
Freud proceeds to the startling suggestion that

conscious processes are not remembered and that this

is because the continued registration of new experience

would exhaust the capacity of the physical basis of

conscious thinking - "consciousness arises in the plsace

of the memory trace" is a statemeny for which he claims

at least the merit of definiteness. To academic
psychology it appears to be definitely false, and that
the whole of the inferences based upon it are therefore
invalid. ©Ffreud himself (Fage 32) seems to contradict
1t without however appreciating the fact. Fe points
out “that appreciation of time depends entirely upon
the Conscious system of mind. But<the function in-
volves the ideal arrangement of & series of events, all
but one of which are past, i.e., remembered, e see
then that judgements of time, of before and after, are
more dependent than any others uron the registration of
experiences, and that in the order of thelr occurrence.
Nevertheless I discern an element of empirical/truth

in Freud's suggestion. Conscious experiences ardé

certainly registered but generally in a systematic way

without & 'charge' of emotitn being fastened to any one

experience. Recall depends therefore on intellectual
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agsociative processes and not upon the autonomous
activities of the stored experience., Consclous ex-
periences tend to be stored as passive 'traces! not as
dynamic 'complexes'.

It is noteworthy that Freud assigns no function
to conéciousness. Though he appears to apéreciate that
consciousness is an invariable concom;tant of adaptive
processes, and although it i1s & commonplace that perfect-
ed behaviour~adaptations (habits) become non-conscious,
he still regards this unique phenomenon as being without
biological significance. As a thorough-going and con-
vinced Lamarckian how can Freud understand the acquisit-
lon and wide distribution of this function? It may be
admitted that having'allotted such complete functional
cepacity to unconscious mental processes, psycho-analysis
leaves itself at a disadvantage in regard to finding
a gpecific function for consciousness. kevertheless as
a pure speculation I would auggest‘that the coincidence
of conscliousness with the process of adaptation of wish
to eppdrtunity, is sufficiently close to merit aitention.

Freud ignores the fact that the central nervous
system exists only in higher animals and is not an
evolution from, but sﬁperposed upon and additional to,
the primitiﬂé nervous system that chazracterises the

lower. His suggestion as to the evolution from a super-

ficial/



superficial to a central censo:ium,ignores this
primitive nervous system or confuses it with the central
system. It ignores the process of evolution from
coelenterate to protochordate levels, and asks us to
imagine the evolution of a central nervous system in a
type of organism that one is forced to classify as
protozoal. His whole conception of a "vesicle" flrst
evolving a hyper-sensitive cortex, then acquiring a
protective "in a measure inorganic" cuticle, and with-
drawing and centralising its sensorium, seems to take
little account either of the known facts of evolution

or of the necessary conditions of survival. It con-
fuses sensibility to stimuwlus-with sensibility to injury.
The first as.the basis of all adaptation is wholly
valuable and sxcessive developmemt 1s inconceliveble.

The specialisation of sense organs represents an increase
not a decrease of sensibility. As a metter of fact the
elaboration of insensitive integuments is most unusual

. where there 1s a central nervous system, but quite common
where there is not. The idea that a race could first
evolve a sénsitivity incompatsgble witﬁ existence and then
compensate for this by an overcoat of insensitivity,

does not appear valid from the stand point of survival

value.
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We may fairly charge freud with an entire lack 6f
interest in evolutionary problems. At least he never
takes the biological point of view., This aléo would
explain his utterly uncritical acceptance of the
Lamarckian principle and of the recapitulation theory,
neither of which does he ever appear to think needs a
word of defence or the acknowledgement of a possible
alterngptiive view. Though “Beyond the Pjeasure Principle"
is really a bilological essay, Ireud shows throughout
a conspicuoué disregard for biological fact, biological
theory and blological problems.



CRITIQKOF THE THEORY OF MENTAL
RECAFITULATION.

Does mental development recapitulate mental evolution?.

General eonsiderations.

The validity of a theory is Juléed not merely by
its descriptive utility, but also by its functional
(heuristic) value to science. If it ensbles us to
generalise beyond the sphere of actual observation, if
it suggests new starting points and methods of reaearch,
if i1t coordinates and 'explains! meny and otherwise
unconnected phenomena, or links together previousiy
unrelated theory, above all if it ensbles us to predict
and control events, it has then an interest for us beyond
its mere capaclity to represent or 'symbolise! facts, This
is not to say that a theory can have permeanent value for

gcience independent of 1ts correspandence with fact; it
must ultimately by judged by its truth. Dbut some of the
discredited conceptions of the past have played a most
valuable part in the process of science, and indeed all
theories in their turn must be supplanted by more adequate
instruments of thought. In the absence of wverification

or disproof an assessment of the heuristic value of &

theory can profitably and legitimately be made.

The protegonists of the theory of mental recepitulat-
ion/



recaplitulation cannot fairly object to criticism on
these grounde, for the theory they defend owes much
of its vogue and prestige to its supposed heuristic
value. I think that it can be shown that the theory
has outlived its usefulness, that much that has been
promised on 1ts behalf can never be fulfilled, and
that its application to psychology can be of no con-
ceivable value to that science.

There is another resson for keeping before our
minds the value of the theory. It 1s not systematically
worked out (for psychology) or even definitely stated,
and therefore, wnder criticism, is lisble to shift its
ground. Now if all resemblance between ontogeny and
phylogeny, no matter how general, no matter how caused,
is accepted as evidence of recapitulation, then the
theory cannot be verified or disproved. Under these
circumstances, however, it will have no scientiflc
value; no inference can be drawvn from a vague and un-
tested description, it cannot even in that form be the
starting point of induction. For example, in develop-
ment as in evolution the simple (egg) must precede the

complex. We do not need the recapitulation theory to

. tell us this, and in any case the fact is so empty of

content as to be quite useless to us. Again, for ex-
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exemple, it is accepted that the early phases of Jewish
life-history and racefhistdry are alike 'uncircumcised!.
Is this recapiﬁulation? Or must we recognise that a
false or artificial recapitulation is possibie? These
examples are extreme to the point of absurdity, but

they do show that even in regerd to organic chseracters

(and how much more in regard to mental - so moulded:
by tradition» en artificial or 'pseudo-recapitulation!
is possible. How are we to distinguish this from the
'real' phenomenon unless we define the theory?

If we insist that recapitulation is a definite
phenomenon, due to definite mechenism (discoverableb
and if we insist on a corfesponding definiteness of
evidence and Interpretation, we will find the theory
undemonstrable; if we leave it a vague and mystical
principle/we will &£ind it worthless.

There may occur 2 diifference of opinion as tothe
amount and character of the ®vidence necessary to
establish the dictum that mental develorment recapitul-
ates mental evolution, with its implication that there
is a csusal connection.between the sefies.

The dehmomstration of mentél recapitulation presents
much the same logical problem as the demonstration of
"telepathy'. In both cases the data consist in certain

Tesemblances between the mental products of different

individuals/



' 4 2 -

iﬁdividuals. In both cases the thesis ig' that the
resemblance 1is brought sbout by a special (and other-
wise unknown) mechanism., Both theories must therefore
show that 'chance', that all known agencies which might

bring about mental resemblances, are insuffieient to

account for the resemblances actually found.

Now thought products -~ like himan beings - are
often similar but rarely absolutely alikse, end
iﬁdentification 1s more certzin the more detalled and
specific the resemblance. To prove that two thoughts
have had a common origin or are otherwise interdependent
one must demonstrate that they have a highly complex,
point~to-point resemblance. Then only can a causal
connection be mostulated. As with particular thought
products, so with the process of mental development,

a close, detalled, intimate correspondence is of infinite-
ly more welght then any empty, general and abstract
resemblance. Abstract resemblances can always be found,
patience, ingehuity and a poetic imegination will achievs
anything. We want, however, concrete, literal identities
which unequivocally show the two series as 'functions!

of each otﬁer, and that the likeness 1s not merely

accidental, simulated (artificlal) or imaginary. 3ince

'mental! recapitulation 1s a hypothesis of even greater

| gravity than that of 'telephthy' we have a right to

demand /
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demand an equally critical scrutiny of the evidence;
that the resemblences upon which it is based shall be
skown to be reasonably freguent, precise and not due

10 known 'external! environmental factors (artificial).

Biological Considerations,

The origin of the Recapitulatibn Theory, eppesars
in the observation of Agessiz that there 1s a general
parallelism between the development of embryos and the
palaeontological series. For'pre-evolution thought
this conception was not fruitful; but Von Baer generalised
and formulated the facts. It was claimed for his 'Law!
that it permitted us to reconstruct phylogeny from a
study of ontogeny. “We may draw our conclusions with the
utmost certainty as to the nature of the ancestral form,
from the features of the form which the embryo moment-
arily assumes." (Haeckel, 'Evolution of Man') The
Lew' therefore became not merely & suggestive ob-
servation/but was now surposed to enable us to fill up
the gaps in our knowledge of evolution from our ob-

servations of individual development.
Resemblances between ontogeny and phylogeny were

eagerly sought for, and played a great part in the
tevolution' controversies, and the 'Recapitulation

Hypothesis! undoubtedly won much vrestige from its

mere assoclation with the triumphant 'Evolution

Theory /
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Theory'. In Haeckel's presentation, however, the
'Biogenetic Law' attained the zenith of its fame and
exercised its maximum influence upon our 'tradition!
He claimed that "Phylogeny is the mechanical cause of
Ontogeny", and comsequentyy that an understanding of
the interdependence of developmemt and evolution wduld
glve us our most intimate possible insight into the
factors and mechanisms of both processes. The precise
- nature of the causal connection between ontogeny and
phylogeny would be the 'key' problem of biology, and
the observed onto-phylogenetic parallelism would be
the most promiging starting poilnt of research. Haeckel
regarded the 'Bilogenetic Law' not merely as a general
description of facts - nxtpnding and consééating our
knowledge certainly, but still only a description -
for him it was a correlation from which the most profound
and far-reaching inductions were possible as to the
- process of evolution, the nature of germinal inheritance
and the mechanisms of development. All the problems
then engaging the éttention of bilologists appeared to
have the most significant relation to recapitulation.
Systematic examination of the facts, however, has
showvn that altbhgether too much was expected of the

theory; and a comparison of the 'clas=ies' of bilology

gnd /



and contemporary wfitings shows how far the theory

has lost credit and how risky it is to use these classilcs
as text books. Exceptions to the 'Law' predominate,

go that the claim that 1t enabled us to infer from the
onto-genetic to the phylo-genetic series and vice-versa
had speedily to be abandoned. Obviously the probability
of such inferences is inversely proportional to the

ratio of exceptions, and Haeckel himself admits "in-most .
cases the correspondence is very imperfect." (Bvolution

" of Manﬂ.Sir Archdall Reid - a convinced recapitulationist—
says 6f the resemblance between ontogeny and phylogeny,
"it mey, and usually does, become unrecognisable, - - -

as a result we cannot with any degree of accuracy trace
the early éncestry of our rgce by watching the develop-
ment of the individual." "No one, having an elementary
acquaintance with the facts, has ever alleged that

récapitulation is ever other than incomplete and in-

4
accurate? (*Laws of Heredity') He refers also to complete

obliterations and falsifications of the record. Com-
paring this with Haeckel's statement, above, ("we may
‘infer with the utmost certainty, etc."), we may see how
completely biological orinion has changed in regard to

recapitulation as a valid gsneralisation.

- This is not the only respect in which the recapitul-

ation theory has lost prestige. From the prepondenance

of/

B



) A4

of exceptions to the 'Law! it is obvious that the
caugal connection between, and the factors common to,
development and evolution cannot be so all-important

as they were once thought to be, while their investigat-
lon must be much more complicated and unpromising. ¥e
can no longer regard "phylogeny as the mechanical causé
of ontogeny" (Haeckel) and from this (Lamarckian)
standpoint investigate the nature of this mechanism.
Indeed, the interdependence of ontogeny and phylogeny
does not appear suffieient to warrant the postulation
of any special mechanism constraining the individual to
"elimb his own family tree.”

The descriptive vadue of Agassiz' observation, the

validity (as extending our knowledge) of Von Baer's

generallsation, and the inductive value of Haeckel's

caugsal interpretation,.are gravely impaired.

But this still does noﬁ represent the whole changse
that has taken place in biological opinion with regard
io the recapitulatién theory. Ths evidsence upon which
it Was based is universally admitted to have been
selected and is even regarded as equivocal. That is to

say, the interpretation of the facts which this theory

offers 1s seriously questioned, the suggestion being

made that the resemblance is not so much between em~ ,

bryonic phase and adult ancestral foruvas between the

embryogenies/
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embryogenies of allied species, all of which, to-

gether or’separately, may diverge from the course of
their common ancestral evolution.

Te shall see that the all-important point is the
guestion of the nécessarz causal connection between
the ontbgenetig and the phylogenetic series. It is
therefore of the greatest interest to see how
'biological! recapitulationists deal with exceptions
to the 'Law.' Heeckel admitted a whole class of these,
which he called "ceno-genetic! characters/and which
had this in common, that they were precise, specifiec,
adaptations to either ancestrél or embryonic special
conditions. The difference between the two environ-
menﬁs (e.g. in regard to nutrition, respiration,
locomotion, reprodﬁction, etc.) demands specialised
sdaptations to each which are incompatible with life
in the other. ﬂgcapitulation in these important '
resé%cts is impossible, but we will not follow Haeckel
in'assuming that otherwise it would have taken place,
and that'these exceptions revresent a modification of
the otherwise universal 'Zilogenetic Law) due.to the
paramount 'Law of Watural 3slsction.’! ﬁatural
selection, strictly speaking, ha® nothing to do with

vital adaptations, and in any case could not have

brought about this divergence unless there had been

a/
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a fortuituous wariability to select from, i.e., unless

recapitulation does not hold. To begin with, the
admitted fact here is that recapitulation 1s not true
and this 'explanationJ/as also the 'Law of Anticipation;
are retractions or modifications of the 'Biogenetic
Law.! Zxceptions remain expeptions however formulated
and explained, and these suprlementary formulae
actually presuppose a variability in regard to re-
capitulationysince they do not postulate an influenee
causing ontogeny to diverge from rhylogeny butronly

a directive selection of preexisting divergencies. It
is interesting to note, however, that if Haeckel's
generalisation'is correct, that characters specially
adapted to adult ancestral or foetal conditions do not
recapitulate, then we would not expect a recapitulation
in the mentalAsphere. This is the special 'adaptive!
charaecter, and as regards both stimulus and reaction
possibilities the foetal and =zncestral environments are
widely different. = Eripri, tharefore, we would expect
that the development of the mental function, like that
of the respiratory, nutritional and locomotor functions
to which it is closely related, would not recapitulate
its evolution.

It is not possible to criticise the 'biological!

aspects/



4.

asvects of the recapitulstion theory here. Enough has
verhans been gaid to show that the evidence in its favour
is by no means conclusive or even unequivocal, and that
far from being an accevted truth it is an exceedingly
controversial provosition. In apnlying it to n»sychology
we must then remember that we hsve not a condznsus of
biclogical ovinion behind us,but *that, on the contrary,

even in its own home . the recsmvitulation theory is losing

credit.

It is true that meny biologists gtill strive to
establish correlations between the ontogenetie and the
vhylogenetic serie%'to demonstrate that this or that anase
or feature of embryogeny has a true ancestral homology.

But even where they achieve their aim, and demonstrate

the real paraliel, it is obvious that the task of biology
hag only reached ifs first stage. These corrzlations

are not explanatory but, on the contrary, demand explanation
They'meiely introduce us to the vroblems of thé4 cauvses

of evolution, the mechanism of deVelopment and the

nature of the interdevendence of the *wo series. Thesge
probleﬁs are taken up by sxverimental embryology, which

by vhysiological method aims to furnish us with vhysico-
chemical explanations. It is vmerhsvs significant that

the exponents of the murely "evolutionary" methods do not

almys realise the limited value of their internretaltions

(onto -phylogenstic eorrslation)/
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onto -phylogenetic correlation), and are sometimes out
of sympathy with physiology, which is destinéd to take
over and complete their task.

I have insisted upon the imvortance of a clear and
agreed understanding of the implications of ths re-
capitulation theory. We are told that the vsycho-analytie
contention that mental development recavnitulates mental
evolution, is merely an 'extension' of the 'Biogenetic
Law!, i.e., that the same cause brings aﬁoutlrecanitulation
in the mental and organic svheres. Now blologists
can hardly conjecture how recapitulation can

be brought about, but if the theory hag any wvalue

it implies that there 1is a specifiec causal connection
between ontogeny and dhylogeny - that the organism has
an intrinsie, inhereﬁi biological tendency to 'elimdb
its own family tree', and is not merely passively
moulded by environmental influences into a succession
of simulacra of evolutionary vhases. I will show -
" later that‘such pseudo -recapitulation actually occurs.
From the 'biological' point of view it is artifiecial
or 'sccidental'.

Whaf, then do we know or must we supvose to be the
cauge of recapitulation? Whether we hold with

Lamerck that ancestral adavtion can directly produce

coincident/
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coincident germinal variation, or with Weismann that
evolution proceeds solely by the elimination of non-
adaptive variations, we my#t equally in either case
regard the congtitution of the zygote as the factor that
relates develooment (individual) to evolution (racial),
and therefore as the factor uvon which the corregnondence
between the two (i.e. recapitulation) depends. If
vhylogeny is the mechsnical cauge of ontogeny, this ecan
only be because of its effect uvon the germ-plasm. If
germinal variations (whatever their 6rigin) ere the common
cause of phylogenetic forms and onfogeneﬁic vheses, we
must surely regard them as resvonsible for the sequence
in which these two series occur. Since it is the
parallel between the two series (esvecially in regard to
their order) that constitutes recavitulation, we mav
fairly say that the biological theory of recanitulation
devends uvon the view that the germ-mlasm, the 'baarer

of heredity', tha 'vhysical mechanism of inheritance!

1s the channel through which ancestral influencesg affeet
development (if only by natural selection of sz

varticular germ-plasm, ete.) and is, or contains, the
mechanism through which recapitulation is brought about.
In bidlogy the germ-plasm is the only connection between,
%he only factor common to, the organism and its

ancestry. Any tendency to recavitulation must overate

through this mechanism. Therefore only so far as

Aewelanmant./



develovment is a function of innate endowment (the
germ-plasm)/is it vosgsible for an organism to re-
capitulate, So far as the complementary factor -
environment - moulds development (by selscting certain
votentialitied for realisation, ete.) a true re-
capitulation cannot occur. Innate characters may

recapitulate, acquired char=cters do not.

Imnlications for piyechology

Now for peychology this is tantamount to aa;yirha’o
so far as mental development recapitulates mental
evolution in the biological sense, it shows itself
devendent upon the physico—chémical Endowment and
independent of the svecial characters of environment,
upbringing, ete. aaiézhe corollary of this vosition is,
that we must turn to cytological 2nd biochemical
methods for an understanding of the antecedents of
infantile behaviour. Since the »roximal link in the
chain of causation stretching back from the child to
hig ancestry, is the fertilised ovum, and since
ancestral recapitulatory tendencies all act through this,
we must seek in this develovmental mechanism the

explanation of all behaviowr that is recapitul-tory.

This/



45.

This may'ﬁe so, snd psycho-analysis may thus be
‘on the point of definingiearlier than we dared hope,the
vrespectivenglgg of heredity and environmment in mental
devélopment. At the same time, and im so far as
psycho—analysfé'succeed in demonstrating recavitulation,
they are limiting the aetiological significance to be

attached to the function of 'ﬁg%%?g'. Now the most
important achievement of the vsycho-anslytiec

movement has been the demonstration of the pathogeniec
ef fect of certain emotional relationshins, ete. in
childhood. The woarking rule which has enabled it to
meke its umique contribution Td vsych-nathology is

the canon, (not, principle)/of vsychic determinism
which asserts that the causes of =2cts and thoughts
should be sought in the antecedent 'exmerience'! of the
individual, i.e. in 'nurture’'. It ie to be hoved
that the exvmonents of psycho-enalysis will have further
success in relating mental characteristics and
abnormalities to factors and abnormalities of up-
bringing, thus adding to our provhylactic, therapeutic
and educative mesources. It geems, however, that in
claiming that biological recesvitulation holds in the
svhere of mental develomment they 2re admitting

o restriction in the =2vvlicebility of their method.

-

This/
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This is surely not a triumvh. . ‘

| It is true there is no logical cont.radictiqn/
involved in asserting recavitulation and nsychic
determinism; they sre merely mutuslly exclusive,
mutually limiting. Each may hold;?t-s own svhere, but
not both together. In the absence of conclusive
proof , however , I sugzest that it would be sound
method for psychology to gerutinige very critically
any hyvothesis assigning to nature as against nurture
a prevonderant role 1n mantal development.

Sir Archall Reid deduces the recavditulation
theory ag a necessary consequence of the modern
alvc_:lutibn theory, ép. cit. v. 24 we percelve that
the theory thet every individual in his o¥m development
climbs his own genealogical tree must necesgarily
be trus. Givén the unquestionable fact that the child
recapitulates the develowment of the varent , any
method other than by a recapltulation of *he life -
history of the race isj not only imnossible, but
actually unthinksble. One *ruth necegsarily
1nvolves the other # On p. 28 of the seme work we
£ind i- - "Ag a fact we should know the doctrine of
reéapitulation as true even if an embrvo resembling
a lower type had never been seen, and it had been

agcertsined merely that the embryos of different

generations resembled one another as much es the

adult/
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adult individuvals."

In 'Develowment and Evolutlon' J.M. Baldwin

says:- "If we hold that mind and brain -rocesses

are parallel as well in the snecies as in the
individuzl, and also hold that the brain series in

the individual's develoument recapitulates in the mein
the series gone through by his svecies in race descent
or evolution, then it follows that the law of
recavitulation must hold also for thé mental."

If we accept these findings we must admit thét
mental recavitulation ls & necessary inference from t!;.
fundamental and tmiversally acrepted blological truths.
Refld says it iz unthinksble - logieally imﬂosélble—
that organic develovment should not reeavitulate
) organic evolution. Baldwin says that given organie
recapitulation, mental racavitulation must follow
unless we are to believe that mind can exist and
function indevendently of matter. .

This chain of reasoning formidsble asgs it awears,
will not stand exeminatlion at any point. Organie
recapitulation is not a corollary of the evolution
theorj and does not in fact obtain. The argument for
mental recapitulation from the principle of
psyéhoammysical parallelisn»bas therefore the ground
cu£ from under 1t. But it 1s itself intrinsiecally

erronepus, for it does not follow that Pundtional

develovment vroceeds peri-vassu with orszanie
develooment./
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develooment.
Dealing with Baldwin's argument first, we must
note that,as worked out by himself ('Mental

Development in the Child and the Race, 3rd edition

vv. 15-16) the theory of mental recapitulation

" equates the infant's first reactions with the racial
phase of "simple contractility with the organie
analogue of pleasure and vain." That is to say,
he regards humen mental develomment as beginning at
the very beginning - on a psychologlcal level with
the protista. The "child begins in its pre-nstal
and early vost -natal expefience with blank
sensation and pleasure and pain with the motor
adaption to which they lead." On the most
favourable construction, he is arguing that the
evolutionar}y' perallel to the stage of mental
development of the human being at birth is to be
found among the invertebrats, and so on for later
phasges ,

Leafing out of sccount the difficulties ra,’ised.
by the consideration that more primitive animals
(than man) sre born with more highly develoved minds,
we wish to know how Baldwin's own statements are
consistent ﬁth phe princinle of vsyche-physieal
parsilism from which they are mainly suprosed to

'be/
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be deduced. Baldwin tells us (in the two books

" cited) again and again with an explicitness

peculiarly hds own that gavs in either the

vhysical or .psychical gseries can be filled up from

our knowledge of the other; '"either series isg

gufficient to carry us over the critical point"

(the gap). | |
If , however , we endeavour to fill in the gavs

in our knowledge of mental development in the infant

by a study of the physical correlate of mind, we

must credit him with a mentality not substantially

inferior to that of an adult man. In comnlexity

the brain already exceeds that of the adult of any

non-human species. If, on the other hand, we

were to make inferences about his brain from an

- observation of his behaviour, we might well conclude

that it is simpler, more primitive than the central

nerveus system of many invertebrates. Yet, if

the pfinciple of psycho-physidal parallelism were

a trustworthy guide - as Baldwin exXpounds it - we

41 _nferron

gshould reach identicai_gggé%%ty%;;ﬂ.either gide.
The real source of Baldwin's error lies in the

‘meaning he attributes to the vrincivnle of vsycho -

physiéal parallelism. It is = safe and necessary

postulate/
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'postulate that mental vrocess does not take plaée

apart from brain funection, and thatﬁ conversely, the
latter corresvonds invarisbly and specifically to

mental process. 3But after (unnecessarily) demonstrating
the above vrinciple as universal, ete., Baldwin teecitly
alters its meaning and now uses it to imply that

mental process corresponds always and absolutely with

brain structure - an entirely different vrevosition.,

For although it is true that brain structure determines
the pojentialities of brain function (and hence, by
our agreed principle, of mind) nevertheless it cannot
be absolutely paralleled therewith. For example, the
game brain under different conditions of stimulation
may-?unction in differgnt ways, and by habit and
accommodation pursue widélj different alternatives of
mental development. Again, resting and embryonic

phases of brain life méy-be non-functional, and in fact

it is roughly true that mental develovment begins where

cerebral development leaves off. At any rste there can

be little definite mental process before bir+h and there
cen be no organic recapitulation after sbout the age of
three. Baldwin overlooks the fact that structures do

" not necesgarily function at the time and in the order in
which they avvear, and, therefore, that cerebral

recavitulation need not imply mental. It is also

quite/
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quite inconweivable that ,cultural evolution, with
its periodiec involutions, fusions and renaigsances,
has besn paralleled by changes in cerebral endowment ;
it 1s quite reasomsble to supvose that it may reach
undreamt -of heights with the same cerebral
p&fentialities as st present.

Reecapitulation in the affective sphere is not
poseible, inasmuch as no demonstrable avolution
has occurred. What development does take place here
consists in cultural refinements and sublimations
which are obviously in opnosition to biological
tendencies, Any varallel between cultural history
snd individual assimilation to that culture (which is
really whet mental development means) 1is not a
biological phenomenon and requires e psycho - social
inmerpretation. I have called it pseudo-recapitulation
and will deai with it more fully in another article.
In the unigque case of sex the reverse of recapitulation
takes place. For, while we musy supvose the primitive
form of the instinet to have had that fixity and |
definiteness necegsary for the achisvement of 1its
biological purpose, and while human inheritance (gex -
ingtinet) consists, as psycho-enalysis has shown, of
a heterogeneous collection of vague feelings and

impulses, -the course of develowoment is p2rtly towards

the/



the primitive integrated and definitely directed
disnosition, partly a disversal into cultural channels.
The course of svolution has been from the definite and
integrated instinets to the diffuse impulse bundle, the
course of development the opvnosite way; how the nsycho -
analyste reconcile this with the 'Biogenic Lawf, I
cannot see.

It remains to deal briefly with the assertion that
recapitulation (organic) is a logical corollary of the
evolution theory. What Sir Archall Teid asserts is
true, but amounts only to this; that the onfogeny of
the off spring recanitulates the ongtogeny of the parent

where variation has not occurred. The recavitulation

theory asserts a very different provosition, viz. that

on4togeny recapitulates phylogeny, i.e. reproduces

as successive phases that geries of wyariations which

is the race history. Now where this difference between

"the parent and his variant offspring consists in the

éddition of a phase or stage tp the p=rental

development , the carrying of some mrocess a sten further,
- then the parental onftogeny is reneated and the

vériations added. So far as evolution roceeds in this

mode - where each variation is a further stev at the

end of a developmental process -,on¢togeny must

repréduce each phase in ancestrallhistory, migt ¢

record fa i-'bhfully, and in their eorrect order, each

successive/ ‘



successive variation that goes to make up phylogeny.
If we represent an on¢togeny by the vhazes A B, and ©
and one of thése additive variations by D, so that the
develooment ABC is changed into ABCD, and so on by the
addition of other characters, then obviously we are
symboliging a recapitulatory evolu?ion. Even if we
add a character which carries the f‘nvolution of a
pfevious character, i.e., ABC, ABCD, ABCD-D, ABC, we
still premerve in onftogeny a record of the gain and
the losg of a character.

But this 1s not the only conceivable type of
variation. Variation may consist in the gimple deletion
of an early vhase or the substitution of another: it
might take the form of a reversal of the nrocess of
development,vand so on. Thus ABC might become AC
o AXC or ACB, It must be admitted that the
probability of variation giving rise to a variable,
biologically efficient,variant ig smaller in vrovortion
as it affects the earlier stages of develovment. Just
as the radical alteration of the foundation? of =
building must alter the whole plan, so a divergence
from the spacific pattern in the early vohases of
onftogeny is apt to disorganise all balsnces and to
produce & monstrosity. Very probably the elimination
' of such varistions will bring it about that evolution
islmainly dependent upon variaiions taking effect near

the/
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the end of development - i.2., wupon variation

compatible with recapitulation. But this is quite =

different thing from saying that}mn ;c%,oitulation is

inconceivable (is not logically vossible) and in the

long run these rare but radical wvariations pro'ba‘bly

sccount for the admitted fact that recapi{;ulation is never

exact and indeed is the exception rather than the rule.
Neither the evolution theory nor any other biologieal

principle is logically compelled to assume recavitulation;

neither are there any facts which comvel us to agsume

that it must occur. On the contrary, the

prevonderance of "obli*erations snd falsifications of

the r'ecord" shows pla inly that recavitulation need not

occur and that even in rsgard to organic characters

onto-phylogenstic varallelism cannot be relied uvon.

If , then, the theory does not hold for g_p_;uctu;_e_, either

as a generalisAation or as indicating some mechanical

causge for the parallelism, surely we r~annot rely upon it

in regard to function which is so much more devnendent

upon the accideﬁ of gpecial stimulation. Surely we

cannot postulate mental recapitudation upon biologtical

grounds.

CONCLUSIONS

I have indicated that blological opinion is not
unifed/



29.

united as to the adequacy of the evidence for re-
capitulationvof even as to the necessity of this
interpretation of the onto-phylogsnstic varallelism.

I have also shown that pg;i;ggggg with this loss of
credit the thOeky has stffered a progressive diminution
of value as a description, a generalisation, and as an
induction (catel). I have argued that in-as-much

ag asncestral and infantile environments differ and
consequently lead to a divérgence befween onﬁfqgeny

and phylogeny in regard to special adaptive phases”

and characters, therefore this most plastic and
adaptive of all characters, mind, should be the least
likely to recapitulate, i.e., there is no biological
ground for anticipating that recanitulation will hold in
the mental sphere. Since the vhylogenetic and the
ontogenstic series are related through the germ-plasm,
the latter must be the mechanism which ma intains the

- parallelism between development and evolution.  The
biological process (and mechanisms) of recavitulation
therefore affects chéracters only in so far as they are
germinally determined. That is to gay, specific forms
and fuhctions tend to recapiﬁulate only in so far aé
they devend on germinal wvaristions. In other words, the
biological theory implies that the recavitulstory
tendencies come within the spheres of that develovmental

factor/



factor we call heredity. So far as development is
moulded by the (complementary) envirommental or
'I\Tur;bural' factor, biological recapitulation cannot
occur. To say that a reaction or vhase of infantile
development is 'recavitulation' (in the biological
sense) is to imply that its immediste cause lies in
the germ-plasm and ite remote cauges in the evolut ionary
(ancestral) series. If this is true, phychological
investigation of these antecedent causes is irrelevant
~and we must turn to organic 1lines of research., The
consequences of this position for psycho-pathology,
psycho ~therapeutics and mental hygiene have been
briefly indicated. .

I have then eRamined the more vureby logical and
metaphysical arguments for mental recavitulation and
'shown that they break down in many »nlaces.
Recapitulation is not a necessary conseqguence of any
established biological *heory, nor are the germinal
mechanisms of non-recapitulatory evolution '1nconceivable/.
Even were recapitulation the rule in regard to struectural
characters and to brain in particular, it would not
follow from the principle of psycho -vhysical

peralleligm that memtel develoovment also rsecavitulates

mental evolut ion. : _
There is, then, no & priori prodabilifty that

mental/
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mental develc;pment_ recavitulates mental evolution.
The 'Biogenetic Iaw' in its psychological avvlications
‘musf'stand or fall by psychological evidence. There
must be no bias in its favour from the glamour of its
history or its (imngined) biological prestige.
Alternative interpretations must be sought for on
heuristic .grounds , and indeed we may conclude, so far
a8 blological considerations carry us, that mental
development is more closely related to cultuie evollution
than to brain evolution/ and that any parallel between
the first two has no biological significance &= has
nothing in common with recapitulation as Eiologists

understand the ph?nomenon,
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THE DEVELCPWEINT AWD EVOLUTION OF MIND;
BIULOGICAL V., PSYCHO-SOCIAL INTERFRATATIONS OF THE

ONTO-FPHYLOGANETIC FARALLELISM.

_ The psychoanalysts have pushed psychological
' interpretations farther perhaps than any other school,
vet they have resigned to biology the interpretation
of the resemblance between mental development and
mental evolution. We shell see that in doing so they
are not clear, either as to the data which necessitate
the Recapituiation Hypbthesis, nor as to the meaning and
eonsecuences of this. They seem to feel in a vague
way that in establishing (7) this biological
interprétation of a mental process, they have accomplished
something of value:-

u tihy, that I canﬁot tell,' said he,

# 13yt t'was & famous victory.'"

e find Freudls views on mental recapitulation

srressed in his "Introductory Lectures on Fsychoznalysis®

[0]

1915 to 1917 Trapsl. 1922)

—

(7. 168) "in so f&r as each individual repeats in
some abbreviated fashion during childhood the whole course
of the development of the human rzce, the reference"

(of dreams) "is Fhylogenetic. I believe it is not

impossible that we may be able to discriminate between

that /
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that part of the latent mental processes which belongs

to the early days of the'individual and that which has‘its
roots in the infancy ef the race. It seems to me, for
instance; that symbolism, a mode of expregsion that has
never been individually acquired, may‘claim to be regarded
as a raciél heritage." (x. 197) "“in considering the

two developments undergone by the :igo and by the Libido

we must emph,..S"ze an. “c'or“cu which ritherto heas received

1ittle attention" (Itzlies mine) "sSoth of them are

at bottom inheritances, abbrevieted ren@titions of

‘the evolution undergone by the whole human race through!
etc. "In the development of the Libido this phylogenetic
origin is readily apparent, I should suprose. Think

how in one class of animals the genital asrersatus is in
the closest contact with the mouth, in another it ie
indistinguishable from the excretary mechanism, in

another it is part of the orgens of motility;" - ~ -

"Cne sees in enimals all the various pervcrqions ingraincd
so to speak, in the form talken bl their sezual orgunisatl"t
‘Nowvthe phylogenetié asmect is to some extent obacured

in man by the circumstence that what is fundameatally i

inherited is nevertheless individually ecquired anew!" stc.
(r. 307) "In the place of €ffecting a change in the
‘buier world they set up a change in the body itself: that

is, an internal action instead of an external one, an

adaption/
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adaption instead of an activity - from a phylogeneﬁic
voint of view again a very significant regression."
(7.210) ®All this seems to lead to but one impression,
that childhood experiences of this kind®" (Fhentasies

of seduction, castration, etc.) '"are in some way
necessarily required by the neurosis, that they belong to
its uwnvarying inventoryy "If they can be found in real
events, well and good; but if reality has not supplied them
they will be evolved out of hints," (etc. ----) "even
to-day we have not succeeded in tracing any wvariation

in the results according as'rhantasy or reality plays the
greater part in these experlences."

- - - "how is it to be explained that the same phantasies
are always formed with the same content? I heve an

yA .
answer to this which I ¥mowl{to yowwill seemN\very daring.

T believe that these Frimal Fhantasies " ( - - ~) 'are

a phylogenetic possession. 1 them the individual,

stretches out beyond it® (his own) "to the experlence
of past ages" - - - "that the child in ite phantasy
simply fills out the'gaps in its true individual
experiences with true prehistoric experiences.”

Aa these lectures are didactic these statements are

nresumably intended to be accepted literally. In "Seyond
the “leasure rinciple? (P 4b5) Freud refers in wmistakable

terms /
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terms to recapitulation, not as a theory, but as an
unquestionable and accepted fact. "ile see that the germ
cell of a living animel is obliged to repeat in its
development - although in a fleeting and curtaileed
fachion - the structures of all the forms from which
the animel is descended, inestead of hastening along
the shortest path to its own final shape.”

It appears significant to me, moreover, that in
his psycho-sociological writings, Freud makes no use
of the Fypothesls of recapitulation. In t7otem and Taboo"
for instance, where he has to account for a parallelism
between infantile and primitive modes of thinking -

é rerroduction in early development of certain adult
ancestral mental processes, - he does not mention
recapitulation. Indeed he developes & most ingenious

and plausibie theory of “lnconscious tradition", a
mechanism whereby the antag@nism of each genseration to 1its
precursor and successor is maintained in a sort of chain
reaction of jealousy and suspicion. This mechanism

of unconscious tradition, if it exists, would account

for the repetition by successive generations of a series
cle
of affective attitudes which areAsupposed to be

historically determined, i.e., toO have an evolutionary

It is then an alternative interpretation

Earallel.
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which Freud apparently has dropped in favour of the
recanitulation hypothesis.

Tn "Leonardo da Vineci" also we find a reference to
recapitulation;- (¥. 60) nImportant biological
analogies™ (my italics) "have taught us that the psychic
development of the individual 1g a short repetition
of the course of#development of the race," lLote here
he refers to Analogiss and that in the "Totem and Taboo'
(+. 265) he warns us, "Je must not let our judgment
sbout primitive men be influ@nced too far by the analogy
with neurotics." (italics mine) from the form of these
earlier pronowcemente, from the ebsence of reference
t£o phylogeny in "Three Cortributions to the 3exual

Theory" (which is concerned with the causes of development)

and in "The History of Psychoanalysis," and particulerly
from his hypotheris of "Unconscious tradition' (vwhich
renders the recapitulatory hypothesis superfluous)
T am inclined to suppose that Freud 4id not originally
found upon the nsiogenetic Law", but accepted it from
others.

Jung, (Fsychology of the Uncomecious" . £7/08)
after referring to orgamic recapitulation, 5278,
#Therefore the supposition 1is justified that ontogenesis

corresponds in psychology to phylogenesis. Conseguently

it would be true, as well, that the state of infantile

thinking/
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thinking in the child's psychic 1life, as well as in
dreams, is nothing but an echo of the prehistoric
and the ancient." (¥. 30) "One might raise the
objection that the mythological inclinations of
children are implanted by education. The objection
is fuiile." (P, 35) "Just as our bodies still kesp
the reminders of old functions and conditions in many
oldfashioned organs, so, our minds too, which
apparently have outgrown those archaic tendencies,
nevertheless bear the marks of the svolution passed
through, and the very ancient re-echoes, at least
drecmily, in phantasies." (P.36) "man in his phantastic
thinking has kept a condensation of the psychic hith:y
of his development. From all thess signs it may be
concluded that the soul possegses in some degrese
historical strata, the oldest stratum of which would
correspond to the unconszious."
Jones (Papers on 6sychoanalysis end 1d. I6) says
#The relations it" (psychoanalysis) "béars to the theory
of organic evolution becomes Very gtriking. Freud's
' recent"’(italics mine) "demonstration of the truth -

iong suspected, but now proved in a far deecper sense

than had been anticipated - that ontogeny epitomises

vhylogeny/
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vhylogeny in the mental srhere just as definitely
as in the physical", - - - "The conflict between
the two systems recapitulates on & modified scale in
the individual the hist:ray of its course in the race,
producing strikingly similar manifestations ih the
two cases." Farther down he says, thardly any serilous
endeavour had hitherto been made to fertilise psychology
with the ideas of érgallic evolution."

. 3eferences might be made to W,

Felliffe, ihite, Brink, Janet, rayne, Lo'mbros/;?, etc.

but none of them use or define the theory in such
a wey that it is possible to verify their agsumptions.
The following are moge e7olicit.

J.3. Lind. (Psychoanalytic Review IV. P.324)
nof course, strictly speaking, we 2T'e not able to say
definit'ely that any delusion, hallucination oOT
mennerism, goes any farther back than the life-history
of the individual. e can only surmise from the nature
of some of them that they belong to the race

consciousness." In regard to & demented negro, Who

gays he ate his wife because he loved her, Lind remarke,
e feel that such an expression is something more
than ontogenetical.” The hallucinstions of the

deteriorated FrecoXx who saw cows heads on the wall

of his room, might not ordinarily attract much

attention/



attention, but when we remember that throughout

nearly all Africa the natives are an sgricultural

people and cattle are their chief possession! ¢?)
‘it takes on a different aspect." (Italics minef
Cne can only remark that if our memories cannot be
trusted ez in regérd to elementary facts le8ruesd in
the schoolroom, we will have to be chary of trusting
it in regard to ancestral experiences of events and
conditions thousands of generations.ago. Aamong this
author's examples ©f supposed phylogenetic thinking
we find this, "Patient dresmed of tchockchuckoo!

- - = and that one day he made 4000 childrén" -

the good old days, we »Presume. 1ind farther remarks

WI have often thought that a careful study of
neologismsamong negro psychotics might result in the

discovery of many African roots." He thus regards
language as germinally transmitted.

A.B. fvarts. (3eme Journal Vol.I.FP.388) "It 1is

a fact recognised by all that the individual in his

development relieves (? recapitulates) nthe history

of his race." 3Jhe then sgserts that ontogeny shews

like phylogewy, the following series of phases, -

isiti : ing, firemaking
animality, acquisition of language, hunting, 2 naking,

~layéng with mud., basket-making, jomesticating animals,
agriculture, building, too#using and finally

abstract/



€9.

abstract}thinking, -~ (at the opposite end of the seriss
from the acquisition of languzge 111!), This suthor

appears to have reccnstructed both the ontogenetic and

the phylog=netic series out of her own inner

consciousness, presumably by the method of "free assocation
unless indeed we are to regard this contribution as an
example of reasoning from the unknovn to the Xmown.

J.S. ven Tesplasr in the "Internaetional Jowrnal

of Psychoanalysis" Vol. II. ¥. 339, et. =eq, in an
article on the "3ignificance of Psychoanalysis in the
History of 3cience" makes the most definite and
comprehensive statement of the doctrine of mental
recepitulation I have yet come across. "3ince Dafwin
the comperison between childhood =nd primitive mankind,
as representative of the same developmental stages,

has achieved new significance, Derwinism has led to
the theoretic assumption that in our physical as 7rell
as mental devélopment we reccpitulate the biologle
history of the race." Then after raferring inasccurately

and superficislly to the history of the theory, he

asserts, "The fzcts are sufficient in their e=sentials

to prove the recapitulation theory is sound." "That
our mind does that very thing" (recepitulate) 'has

long been a theoretic conclusion of biological

investigators. Freud found that ordinsrily ve ers

often/



often prompted by bits of our raeecisl past" - - -,
"incidently Freud's disgovery shews that in the course
of its development the individual mind repeats our
racizl history. The details of Freud's work amount
to & restatement of the recapitulation theory applied
to the biologic history of the mind. For the first
time there has been disclosed to us the manner"
(itslics mind) "in which psychic recapiiulation
operates and its consaquences." In reality the
alucidation of the mechanism "the manner in which"
recapitulation "operates" "and 1its consequenées"

are things ﬁhich apparently no psychoanalyst has
attempﬁéd. nprimordial cravings" - - - "are racial
vestiges of the mind. They are racial endowments
belonging to eerly psychic stages of our individual
development, just as certain structures and organs

of the embyyo represent passing pheses in the course
of our physical development." This suthor talks of
"reconstructing"‘:grimitive world and thought from our
knowledge of the unconscious. "For the first time
since Darwin announced his dlqcoveries" (?) "an
important corollary of the theory of evolution -

recapitulation - is thus oroven to hold good of the

peyche.

Te may teke these as official expressions of

psychoanalytic/



psychoanalytic opinion, because, though Young

America may appear to have gone one better than

Erégd, still, he himself is explicit enough, and,

so far as I know, thers has not been one published
word of criticism of the mental recapitulation

theory on the psychoanalytic side. Indeed the
extravagences of the last three authors quoted, are
really the logical consequences of Treud's own
premises. The manifest absurdity of these conclusions
is due to the naive acceptence and literal application

of the theory, in fact to the attempt (that Freud

was too cautious to make) 1o make use of it ,

Tone of the writers earlier gioted uses this theory
to make any close interpretation of definite facts,
for them it is a‘stage property1which belongs to the
background of iietapsychology. Lind is tash enough
to bring it into -the limelight,‘and credulous enough
to accgst his results as valid because they are
consonant with the theory, instead of rejecting the
theory because its consequences are inconsistant with

fact. Desides this, it is worthy 6f note that none

of these writers sither basks any inferences upon

this theory or mekes 1t the object of ferther study,

with a view to discovering the causes and mechanism

of mental recavitulation.
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In this inquiry we have two definite questions
to consider, (1) the evidences for the recapitulation
theory of mind, and (2) the inferences it =nables us
to draw. Why must we assume that mental recapitulation
hes occurred, and what does this assumption enable us
to explain?

Freud's first (quoted) reference adduces § dream
material as evidencs, poth of the infentile and of the
archaic modes of thinking. He does not adduce here
concrete material, and th9 only inference he draws is
thet s@gbolism has not been individually acquired and
therefore 1is recapitulated. In the second reference,
he is suggesting thet oral, snal and muscle erotism are

psychological vestigial pheses, representing and

homolosous with certain organic adult ancestral

forms. He impkies thet, though evolution has changed

the form so that the sexual organs are no longer closely

s

as~ocizted with mouth, anus or limts, yet the reactive

disposition of sex, in the course of its deveilopment

passes inevitably through phases in which it is closely
associated with and infliuenced by, alimentary, excretory

and motor functions. That is to say, the Tastincts are

as a rudimenvary fanctional

supposed to recapitulate

20 i ‘agsoc] their
associstion, a1 ancestral spatial association of
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respective organs, which organic recapitulation fails

to record. Iiental recapitulation in this way will be

able to tell us, not only about the behaviour of

ancestral forms, but even about their structare.
Disregarding innumerable difficulties this ralses, consider
thet Freud is hers implving, )4) that all the types

of organisation he mentions, appear in the Tuman

ancestrel series, and (b) that they appearsd in
evolution in the order in which he here mentions them.
Unless these things are so his recapitulatury
interpretations of libidinal devalopment breaks down.
He does not even seem to be awsre that his‘argument
turns on these two points, snd mskes no attempt to
demonstrate them or to cits biolozical opinion in
gavour of his assumption. He spperently regsrds all
non-humsn animals as ancestral fofms, and imagines
himself at liberty to arrange'them in any gsnealogical
sequence he pleaség. The results of such a method

sre ‘"readily apperent, I should suprose!, end the

te

most exasperating featurs ig, that having pernitted

himself such liberties with biology and with

scientific method in genera% he meltes no use of the

conception, does not develop or apply it in any way.

cuoted, introduces
la

guite unjustified definition of adaption

The third atatement of his

a new and

which
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which he contrasts with activity, and regards as
ecuivalent to passive tolerance . In the fourth
guotation he explains the consistmucy and identity
of "primery sexual phantasies" as a phylogenetic
possession. Here at lgasy we find the hypothesis used
to explain something: whereby in turn it can be tested
and verified. from & biologicel point of view there is
something to be szid for ths idea that mental imagery
might form part of =zn instinct; a% least we do know
that certain instinctive sctions, performed prior to
experience, are initiatel only by highly complex and
specific stimuli. It is not perheps a very great step
for the biologist to argue, that bscause there is ah
innate appreciation of the méaning of a situation, there
mey also be a preformed image, (inna;e),and that truly
instinctive behaviour (first instance, or prior to
experience of results) is percevtual.

3til1l this would not suprort Freud's position,
which postulates that certain experience and beheviour

s produced from within (i.e. from the developmental

impetus) and in a certein definite order in time.

Here he =tates ezplicitly that the childish znd
neurotic phantasies of seduction, castration and

observation of parental coitus}are too fregquent and

reslistic/



realiuk to be dﬁe to the child's own e“jeriences. He
admits that these experiences are far more nwaecous than
an ordinary observer would credit, hs also admits that
retrospective memory falsificatlons are responsible

2or some of the data. (M™re have not succeeded in tracing

any wariation in the results according =8 phantasy or

™~

ifreud , _
éﬂroi. L=ct. reslity nlays the greater part in these exnerisncas.™)
T. 2lu.

There is therefore nc rositive way of recognlsing
ancsstral "memories® To distinguish these'from
oniogenetic structures, we have to rely upon excluding
individual exveriences and "informationt from which
these phantasles éould Le constructed. 3urely this
wrocess of exclusion is delicate and difficult, and
only the most definite and unsouivocal findings based
uron axhaustive investigation with this problem in view
will be conclusive in this case, particularly when we
consider the gravity of the hypothesls our finding

is destined to.sugport. Treud is nlainly unawere

of the implicaiioné of the recapitulstion theory (mentalL

and, contrary o his usual practice, he does not adduce

L]
actual evidence. Intuitively he appears to ha aweare that

"

it is of mno lmportence or velue to psychology.

=

The raference in #,eonardo da Vinci® 1is no* followed
up, indeed the onus of the theory is here laid on

the biologists and its psychological application is

T ':‘.gard.ed./ )



self-evident truth, even in the mental sphere. Again
it has no value either as sn explanatory principle
or 25 a besis for farther infe-rence and investigatlon.
Treud simoly adduces it as an instance supporting his
conjecture of a general "repetition com@hﬁsion" as
chsracteristic of life in general.

sung, though he recongises that it is an "organié"
rather than a psychological theory, d03s not follow up
this treia of thbught. Jones also is not concerned to
verify the theory and ¥wases N0 inferencs upon it. I

wnderstend he doubts its validity, and uses the term

]

to indicate also the repetition of & previous

ontorenstic vhase. The minor prophets, however, ars

clear as to its being an extemsion of the "Biogensetic

Tew". Svarts aven seems to go SO far as Lo rasconstruct

from Fhylogeny. Lind 18 the only one of those

O OoTANy

T have had excess to, Who has seriously attempbed

to interoret actual observatlons by this theory aad

hence to verify the latter. Bub even with the wild

licence of conjecture he allows himself, he is not

able/'
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able to infer anything that we did not know before.
The Theory then adds nothing to our knowledge, nor
does anything to compensate for the violence it
requires us to do to the facts.

None of the psychoanzalysts are interested in the
mechanism of recapitulation, no inductive studies

are made of this chef d'oeuvre of Fsychoanalysis.

We have seen that 1t was a late 1dea on Freud's part,

a second thought. The tail in fact has wagged the dog.

Even now the role of recapituiation in psychoanalysis

is that of a mystical subject for "meditation" rather

then an integral part of their working hypotheses.

At least it seems by these references to be in 1tsélf

a source of satisfaction/for they are content to adduce

it without applying, criticising, verifying’or'studying

it inductively. v |
If we take the evidence for mental recapitulation

at its strongest, as shewing bthe outcrop of highly

gspecific, (see "Critique of the Theory of Mental

Recapitulation) identifiable fragments of genuine

‘ancestral myths in the individuale phentasy life,
we must ask ourselves, 1s a simpler, less onerous
interpretation of the facts not possible? Is 1t not

possiblé to believe these "race memories" are transmitted

via/
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via the "social inheritance (tradition) rather

than through the mechanism of the germ plasm; How

can Freud exclude or evaluste the factor of experiences,
on what grounds does Jung wave away as "futile" the
objection that myths may be implanted bg education?
hNursery Rhymes and Fairy Stories are simply decorous and
decorated editions of myth themes. They might easily
give to the phantasies of childhood the specifie archaic
forms which lead us to observe a similarity Between mental
evolﬁtion and mental development. To give an instance
of such 2 "gocial vestige" from my own observation,

"the Jack and Jill" rhyme, so frequently exploited

by Pantbmines/can be traced back, etymologically and
formally, to the ancient Scéndinavian mythic fragment

in which Hjuke snd Bil (Idun) with the pail "Seething
Over" and the pole "Brewing" are sent by theilr father
to fetch the skaldic mead at night from the secret
fountain Byrgir (hence possibly, by corruption, the
somewhat inappropriate "hill") They are carried off

(or run away) with the valuables and are adopted by the
Moon-god, end in subsequent conflict with his own father
Hjuke (Hoce in Beowulf) received a wound "clean to the
thigh bone" for which reason he bore the epithet Of
*Gelding". Either he or his brother Volund (Wayland

Smith) /
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Smith) married Bil (Idun) so that all the elements

_ for a psychoanslytic interpretation sre here available.
The story too has assumed a dozen forms, has spread
throughout the whole Aryan (not merely Teutonic)

‘~ world, and maintains 1tself in our present culture

as the Rhyme,‘as a tale of a bad man with two children
who wickedly gathered faggots (the mythological crime
was arson) as the (Novse) names of the moon-spots, ete.,
and finally has attained the dignit& of history in the
tale of Hengist (The Gelding), the Saxon Leader. 1In
a1l this the vitality of the Myth is sbundantly evident
and it is conceivable that it should be made the topic
of phantasy and revivified and elaﬁorated into a form
resembling one of the innumerable antique veriants. If
a Praécox patient, regressing to such an infantile
phantasy, re-endowed it with adult sexusl meaning of
the symbolic kind characteristic of the myths, and
generally restored 1t to functional perfection, then
the parallelism between the archeic and the infantile -
psychopathic products might be §triking.  If then

‘we overlook the possibilities of traditional trans-
mission, the cultural link between the mythfperiods

snd modern times, then we are apt to imagine that the

similarity between the encestral and the infantile

thought /
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thought processes must be biologically (germinally)
determined. The traditional link 'is so fragmentary,
trivial snd obscure that it is easily overlooked.

Quite rossibly this once famous belisf 1ls now
too dead to inspire anything, but other myths may
not be; the example was chosen at random. It
illustrates at anyrate the possibility of a
surreptitious social transmission of the forms,
affective velues, and even names of myths, for phantasy
to restore to their original form. The important point

is the insignificance to the adult of nursery tradition,

and his consequent diffi&ulty in appreciating what
access the child really has in his 1ife history to
archaic material. This very possibility has been
overlooked by psychoanalysts because they are stlll too
much under the spell of the "individuel" poimt of

view. ILind, for exsmple, never mentions negro folk
lore as an ontogenetic source of archaic material, e.g.

the "Uncle Remus" collections, where we can ectually

find "plantation stories” collated with their African

(end ancestral) parallels.

Before considering farther this culture-
transmission, we must notlce Freud's reference to
symbolism as mpever individuselly acquired™ It 1is

presumsble that he refers particularly to sexusal

symbolism. /
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gymbolism. Now we are told that all suitable
objects are made to serve as sexual symbols, both by
the neurotic and by primitive man., There is therefore
no particular choice of symbols characteristic of
this type or phase of mind, which would enable us to
~ postulate a connection (casusl) between ancestral form
end infantile phase., In this random, undiscriminating
scceptance of everything as a symbol, there 1s nothing
specific to identify the two, and to prove more than
8 chsnce resemblance. As for the allegation that the
symbolism cannot have been inspired by snything in
vtradition", i.e. cannot be due to his own experience
or have been imperted by others, I adduce the following
three samples of nursery rhyme:-

I had & little husband, no bigger than my thumb;

I put him in a pint pot end there I bid him drum. ec.

Cock-a-doodle-doo

My deme has lost her shoe,

v master's lost his fiddling stick

And don't know what to do.

What is my dame to do? :

T411 mester finds his fiddling stick

She'll dance without her showe.

My dame will dance with you

T111 master's found his fiddling stick

For dame and doodle-doo.

I had & 1little nut tree,

Nothing it would besar,

But a silver nutmeg, and a golden pesar.
The King of Spain's daughter came to visit ne,

And all for the sake of my little nut tree.

Poetic/
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Poetic use of Nut Tree in this sende is not uncommon.
Now this argument does not require me to decide

the validity of the Freudian interpretationsAof these

and other suggestive nursery rhymes, but it must

be this sort of symbolism that Freud refers to as,

Yprobably a raclal heritage," and all I require to do

is to shew that it is in fact taught to the child from

his earliest lullabﬁs. It is verbally, not germinally

transmitted , so why should we strain biology and

psychology to put the matter beyond a.simple explanation?
The real Freudian interpretation of these facts is that
the nurse or mother, to amuse the child, produce what
they regard as rhyming nonsense. Under this process

of "free association" however, their unconscious
impulses find symbolic expression. The conditions

are specially favoursble for the relaxation of the
sensorshiyp, more favoursble in many weys than a
psychoanelytic "sitting". Here again I am not
concerned to demonstréte the validity of the
psychoanalytic‘1nterpretation, if it is invalid, then
their finding (by exciusion) that these_symbols are
germinally»tranémitted is also}?élid. If it is valid,
then it is simpler to sﬁppose that this sﬁ&boliem is

transmitted/
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transmitted is also invalid. If it is valid, then 1t
is simpler to sﬁppose that this smybol is transmitted
to the child by the expressions of his parents and
nursee, than through the medium of unimaginable
determinants in his germ plaem, derived, we cannot
conjecture how or when, from & hypothetical ancestor.
The whole force of the argument for recapitulation

rests on the denial of the possibility of a traditional

or ¥erbal transmission, and the conéequent postulation

of an organic transmission. Yet here we see how such
[

8 densdl might be perfectly honest, but perfectly

incorrect - because the transmission is unconscious.

It might at least he better worth while to investigate
the content, etc. of Nursery Tradition, than to close
down psychological research by postulating mental
recepitulation. v

The upbringing of children moreover, in the class
- from which so much analytic materisl 1s derived, is
left, to a large extent, in the hands of relatively
uncultured and conservative pédple. lioreover adults
do almost deliberately 'regress' to meet the simple
child halfway. In #ee consegquence the child first
adapts to sn intimate and tolerant cirecle, then to
a succession of wider, more exacting, more cultured

ones. It may sven be true that those phases in the

adaﬁ$ion/
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adap%ion‘of the individual to society may correspond
in sdme measure with stages in the history of society
and of culture, but this is not recapitulation. The

recapitulation theory postulates a developmental

tendency to repeat evolution, but here.adaéiions are
exacted from the child in a sequence simulating the
history of culture. There is no evidence that the
child has an innate tendency to strive for these
adaé%ions, and in this particular order. Psychoanalysis
indeed has adduced much evidence to the contrary. This
socialisation 1s not strictly spesking a development

at all, but a process of modification imposéd upon the

child by custonm and'other non-biological circumstances.

The life history 1s determined by a particular sequence’
of stimuli, which, from the biologicél point of view, is
accidental., The demands of social life are the same
for this generation as in the past,‘and«in both
geries the most urgent obligations will tend to be
enforced first, simulating recapitulation.

Culture itself, as we have seen 1s not homogensous
but has its more or less dissociated undercurrents, -
a éért of social unconscious. With the evolution of a

culture, and particularly at the critical moment when

two cultu:e gtreamsblend and "fertiliseﬂ elements ‘of

both are dissociated as they cease to be compatible

with/
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with the resultant trend of culture. But, as in the
case of memories in the individusl mind, it 1s long
before any socia% production is wholly lost; such
rather tends to be degraded and concealed, or retained,
by the less cultured classes. By such means much
archaic material‘is preserved and rendered accessible
to the neurotic. (vide "Tom Sawyer" snd "Huckleberry
Fin“) Indeed, for several reasous, the child has this
primitive meterial esrly forced upon him, and through
such "strata" he must pursue his development.
Naturelly at nursery age, he will possess nursery
culture with all the archaic vestiges of tredition,
custom and ritual (note gares). This and the
phantasies dependent oq}and constructed oﬁ,th%s/

he has to put behind him as he grows up, and we know
the strength of the "Peter Pan" motive. There are
many circumstences then that tend to mould the
individuel along the general lines of the ancestral
history, and their affect is a Fseudo- recapitulation,
that must be discounted before we are justified in

postulating a biological recapitulation in the sphere

of mind.

We see also in intellectual development a rough

onto-phylogenetic perallelism, which suggests

recgpitulation/
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recapitulation. Simple snd fundamental ideas must be
mastered before the more complex and gbstruse ones
which imply them, whether in the history of knowledge
(racia%} phylogenetic) or in learning (individusl
assimilation of knowledge), Certain discoveries and
propositions must precede others, whether they are
made for the first time or learnt from other people.
This is a logical no?:biological recapitulation,
and the two causes or "mechanism" are quite distinct.
In conclusion, we must restaté the biologiceal
view of recaﬁitulation as implying an ihnate tendency
to pursue a particular course of development which
jmitates the course of evolution sufficiently closely
to compel us to suppose that the two series are callflally
related. (either s cguse and effect - Lamarckism;
or as jJoint effects of germinal variatioﬁ -
Teissmennism) Where thete has been no evolution, no

change in germinal potentialities, there cean be no

ancestral series to rescapitulate. On the other hand,

modifications of the individuasl (though they may be

acquired by the whole species and hence are not mere. -

“differences", as Archdall Reid would have it), are not
part of development, and cannot therefore, no matter
how they suggest ancestral forms, be regarded as

evidence of recapitulation.

Now/
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Now there is no evidence of biological evolution
having yaken place during the history of our culture.
It is Indeed inconceivable that the fusions,
differentiations, waxings and wanings of culture should
have been paralleled, much less caused by/changes in
the innate endowment for cerebral development. At
least when a fusion of culture has taken place in
the race history the child cannot recapitulate both
of its rece histories. Actually, wﬁen we speek of
the evolution of the human mind (&as distinct from the
evolution of mind in general, - the topic of
Comparative Fsychology) we really mesn the history of
culture which is not an evolution but a continuous
development, which is not broken at each generation as
organic evolution is. The Freudians, and Ir_think
even Baldwin, have Leen misled by the popular or evem
metaphorical apyplication of the term "evolution®
to the history of culture. It would be more accurate
to call it a development, for it is essentially the

same thing that is hsnded on and built up from generation |
to generation,not a succession of organisms. The two
processes are of an entirely different nature, and we

must look for their causes in entirely different

directions.
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I should think it is glaringly obvious that the
elaboration and accumulation of tradition, and the
devising of new ways of tfaining and applying '

thought, are quite independent of cerebral evolutionsl)
Indeed I intend to put forward the thesis (which Freud's
work goes far to provab that most of the conditions
with which psychopathology has to deallare the results
of stresses brought about by this independent®
Ldevelopment‘ of culture. |
T1f then the evolution of mind is not an evolution

in the biological sense, and if, as we have seen, the
development of mind is not mainly a biological
development, if we are in fact dealing with the

social processes of the history and of the assimil@etion
of culture, why should we evoke biological mechanisms

to explain (1 ! 1) these? Vow cean we speak of mental
development recapitulating mental evolution in the
biological sense, when, in the biological sense, mind

(of man and in culture period) neither develop#s nor

evolves? The history of culture and the’

agssimilation
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of culture are social processes to be explained by social
psychology.

(1) This does net, of course, imply that tho hiltoriul
 growth and individual assimilation of oulture are met 1im-
 4ted and oonditiened by the ovolntion u.ndv devglogme_nt of
brain, theugh the potontioitties of the latter may lt na )
time be fully utilised. I mean merely that nearly all our
KNOWLEDGE of mind refers te the products of aoai.al th:lnk-
1ns tnd t0 the acquisition of these by the mdiviém, and
to the results of training and education in the. widest
sense, Of the native tendencies of mind and of the oon—-
nq,nencics of a development mdependent or uo:lal onvir-
onment we have ne knowledge, corta.inly nat eneugh lmov-
ledge to enable us to demonstrate a roupitulatory ten-
dency in this 'untutered brn:l.n tunctien' m the ohn.r-
scters by which (ob;eotively we know mind are nouldod

by oustem and tndition, and ‘these facters cmeqv.on_t}y

" are far more impertant for our understanding of montal'
process than are the biolegical factors. (see, "The »69n,-
ception ef A Culture”, Jl. of Ment. Se. 1923) The Onte-
Phylegenetic Iardlouu of Mind i & aocul Faot,
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Hote (2) .
In "Group Psychology and the Analysis of the Ego"
P.0 99 Freud explains the hypnotic RAPFORT as
re-evocation of the archaic attitude to the “primal
father™ or horde leader., Of course this 1s not, even
- 4f the 1nter§retation is correct, Recapitulation, fg:
it does not form a phase of development, has né pgndeﬁ-
oy to appear at a certain definite point in the iifg
history, to take a definiﬁe place. in the seéuenge_otw
events, Even so, Freud's phylogenetic 1nterrié§§§}g§
is not here suyportéd by any striking evidenqg,w:g?pg?_
it 18 required to support a particular view of Hypnosis.
His interpretation would lose nothing in foroe or
value 1f we substituted “1n£antilo" for "grchnic"
wherever the latier occurs, and drppned all referenoe
to the phylogenetic meries.



SERIES B

SOCIAL PSYCHOLOGY AND ESYCHIATRY



CRITIGUE OF THE THECRY OF "HERD INSTINCT®

When we speak of a '"herd instinct" we mean an
innate motive (conscious) or impulse (unconscious)
determining social conduct, or at any rate regulating
- Individualistic tendencies in such a way as to make
social life possible or necessary. 3uch a conception
18 of considerable significance for medicine in its
psycho-social applications, and has already attained
consideravle currency with sponsors of such authority
as Sir Clifford aAlbutt and 3ir Frederick Mott, to say
nothing of iacdougall and other psychologists who
accept this theory. Its relation to the Freudian
doctrine of the "censorship" has been pointed out by
Trotter himself, and, if established,.it would prove
no less significant for the theory of hypnotism and
suggestion. Indeed, for the future development of any
criminclogy of psycho-pathology that takes account of
conative affective endowment and of the influence of
social environment, the acceptance of this theory must
be crucial.

The criticism and verification of so important a
conception is then a matter of the greatest interest.
Unfoftunately it has proved to be of no less difficulty,
on account of the indefiniteness of the theory and of
its lack of all positive content. If we attempt to pon

it/



it down to eny position, to discover its imrlicatioms,
we shall be accused of misrépresentation. In fact, the
assumption of a gregarious (herd) instinet is not .
formulated in any way, so that its logical coherence or
consistency with established fact and accepted theory
cannot be tested. In these circumstances the liability
of the notion to asbuse is obvious. The very descriptive
aptitude of the term enables it to serve as a cloak .
for ignorance and slovenly thinking, so that it may
actually obstruct research and obscure the issues.by
giving a false impression that the mnalysis of motive
is complete.

To avoid this the coneept must be given a clear
and definite meaning, and, since the term "instinct"
has been applied to ii, we are justified in assuming
that all the ;eéognised cheracteristics of instinet are
attributed to it by those responsible for its currency.
It is not of course denied that in some form the con-
ception of "associative tendency" may be valid., All
that this paper aims to show is that its conception
as an instinet is unphilosophical, unescientific and
unneesssary. To show, then, that the concept of "herd
instinet® is invalid, it is merely necessary to
demonstrate a difference in kind between the associative
tendency and the instincts generelly recognised as such,

I hope further, by tracing the genesis of this fallacy,

to/



to satisfy you that there is no justification for the
retention of the motion.

before proceeding te criticise "hérd instinect"
it would be as well to emphasise two essential
characters of instinct invgeneral; upon which there
is general agreement amnd without which the conception
would be empty and wordfhless:

v(l) Instinet is germinally determined and trans-
mitted, is exercised prior to expefience, and generally
early in 1life (Shand). Though modifiable, it cannot
be acquired, and it differs from "learned" reactions
in many important particulars.

(2) When we distinguish specific instincts, we
imply that each particular ore se named has a relative
independence. If regarded as a psycho-physical dis-
positibn, it has its special, if subotdinate, integration.
if regarded as a class of reaction (behavioug), 1t must
be supposed to have some degree of homogeneity, at least
of common function. Ihstincts generally accepted as
such mostly hare a definite organic basis. Subjectively
they are associated with specific interests or motives.
As behaviour, they have an equally srecific adaptive
function (indeed, I maintain that instincts, appetites,

ete., often represent no more than the descriptive

concepts resulting from an abstract analysis of

functional /



functionalkadqptation). Thether we look at instinct
from the point of view of biology (as a type of active
functional adaptation to environment), or frém that
of physiology (as a class of reaction, a reflex
integration or an organic system), or from that of
psychology (as a group of motives or feélings), we
find always the implication of ultimacy, of unity.
Zven where not explicitly stated, the conception
plays the part of a prime factor, ah# entity, causal

or functional, a conative element (in the sense in
which chemistry still utllises the conception of its
elements as relatively ultimate.)

Low there 1s no & priori reason why a descriptive
sbstraction arrived at in one field should be the
exact correlative of another aitéined (perhaps by
different methods, étc.,) in some other fleld. We
see now that there was no justification for Gall's
expectation of finding a cerebral centré for "hope',
tdestructiveness, ' etc., (application of psychological
abstractions in the physiological sphere), yet errors
of this sort are rife. Macdougall contemplates leaving
the classification of instincts and emotions to the
biologists; but if they choose to abstract adaptive
behaviour into two (self-preservation and reproduction)

or two hundeed instincts, will he be equally ready to
diseriminate discrete psycho-physical dispositions

correlative thereto?:



The physiologists Will‘certainlg not allow that the
biological tnity of the function of selfpreservation
finds a counterpart in a special organic integration.
Appetite has indeed mors in common with the sex
instinet then with pain, with which it is actually
incompatible. The smuggling of conceptions between
these three sciences is a dangerous and unscientific
game. Though we must assume a correlation possible,
and work towards‘it, we must not assume one ready
made for our convenience. Instinét‘is a term in use
in all three with implications in all three, and in
my opinion should be used as a sort of vital "x"
This would, of course, restrict, its use to the
correlation of these:three sciences, since, deprived
of any definite fixed connotatioh in any one of these
spheres, the scimnces must be independenﬁ of this
concéption afd must exclude it from their terminology.
A classification of instincts would be a sort of
intermediary éubject to continual tentative Tre-
definition, end would not admit of the inclusion
of an instinet not represented in all three fields
of tﬁe thought.

I have already mentioned s possible shuse of
the conception of a specific instinct, as permitting

the "rounding off" of inquiry at any convenient

point and conveying en illusory impression of

complete/



complete kmowledge. Obviously the only heuristic
justification for conceiving instinect as ultimate is
its use to correlate function, motive and reactive
mechanism,uand its progressivé definition and relatioﬁ
to the more precise conceptions proper'to each field
of investigation. TUnless we limit ite (the term
tinstinct") usage to this fluidAtentative~méaning

we shall wall up the path to knoﬁledge with our own
ideas.

As currently employed, therd" or "gregarioué“
instinet ie little more than a verbal proposition.
Socisl conduct is due to "gregarious instinet." Does
this tell us anything about sccial conduct or help
us to diswover the motives and mechanisms that
determine 1t? 3urely the value of the conception
we are criticising is purely descriptive, not suggest-
ive or explanatory. e shall now see that it cannot
be imsgined, defined, or verified in any of the
phenomenal fields to which it is ostensibly appliceable.

FThysiology, regarding instinct as a chain reflex
of sn arbitrarily distinguished degree of complexily,
has no definite place for this conception in ite
(physiological) formulae. Organ-systems, mechanisms
mére or less ehtegrated, centres for the co-ordination
of reflexes, it recognises as forming the structural

correlative for many of the ypropensities, but not for

every aspect of behaviour thet an ashalysis of/




of adaptation agd conditions of 1life can discriminate.
This structural basis 1is demonstrable in the case of
instincts of sex, pvarentage, nutrition and locomotion;
a bio-chemical integration is made out for fear, rage,
étc. Though it will be claimed that the physical basis
of herd instinect consists in a complex connection of
cerebral paths, it is not unfair to point out that
this 1s conjectura?, difficult to imagine, and that
aven if we eccept its possibility,'this circumetance
constitutes an important difference between the
gregarious impulse and the instinets. We are asked

to imagine an instinet without any special organ to
originate and transmit stimuli or to discharge its
function, or to be the intermediary between the
germinal "Anlage" and a psyciic fﬁnction.

In the field of psychology we are invited to
recognise the subjective aspect of herd instihct in
the form of a craving for companionship. The social
sentiments, we are told, develop from this impulse.
Variation in sociability without corresponding
variation in ethical character presents a difficulty
by no megns satisfactorily explained. ¥We can hardly
imagine the innate baeic impulse to vary without
causing its derivatives to vary. The theory here ‘

presents other difficulties also in the nature, mode

and /



arid time of acQuisition of the social sentiments. They
do not appear in children, who are not even sociable.
Their development coincides in & noteworthy way with
the establishment of the sexual function, and their
nature, 1ike that of the conduct they motivate, 1is
complexr and highly evolved - the very antithesis of
the type of reaction, etcs, we arse accustomed to call
instinctive. They =re acquired, and with difficulty,
are variable and easily lpst in disease, and they are
open to a number of interpretations. Introspective
analysis is notoriocusly inadequate to analyse emotion,
and the gregarious instinet has admittedly a pecullar-
1y weak, elusive and indefinite emotional accompaniment.
On a peychological basis alone no tne could justify
this conception.

If ﬁherd instinet" hes no definite and accepted
meaning in physlology or psychology, it cam havemo
use beyond that of deséribing behaviour and agsisting
the interpretation of evolution in terms of survival
value. I think it can be shown that it lacks even
descriptive validity, inasmuch as it is based on an
arbitrary classification, imperfect observation, and
several traditional assumptions that are quite
fallacious.

I have pointed out elsewhere (Lancet, November,
19th, 1921, "Significance of Sex for Anthropology™"
etc.)/



ete.) the majority of animal spcieties ~ ant, bee,
ruminent, etc., upon whose social behaviour ths con-
ception 1s based - are in reality families - sexual =
units - and that the fact of their cchesion does not
imply any bond of union other than that of sex. In
the same way symbioses and certain other associations
indicate that alimentary instincts and fortuitous |
environmental circumstancesAmay determine the
gregarious habit. What, then, eongtitutes a society?
How can we recognise the presence and operation of
the gregarious instinet? Upon the possibiliiy of such
8 definition and criterion depends the justification
of the hypothesis of a special gregarious instinect.
Besides this artificial distinction between

social and asocial animals, other fallacies are
implicit in our traditional point of view, which lead
us to regard minds as individual and autonomous, and as
composing society and culture by their association and |
interaction. It is more in conformity with the facts
to ireat mind as a social product, as the émbodimeﬁt

of cultural contacts, and from this point of view the
postulate of an instinetive harmonising control is
guperfluous.

The introspsective method in psychology, theological

speculation (e.g. free will) and philosophical ideaiisnm
culminating in solipsism indicate how, and to what

extent /
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extent, mind has been regarded zs individusl and
autonomous. The first attempt at 2 comparative
psychology (evolutionary) was not the interpretation
of higher in-te?ms of simpler behaviour, but the
attribution to lower forms of life of oquzalities of
regson, morality, etc., which are merely human ideals.
This anthropomorphism mey have been due in some measure
to the current conception of instinct as the antithesis
of reason, and as a‘mechanism implanted for the ful-
filment of Divine purpose. 3uch an anti-scientific |
conception, far from aiding in the intervretation of
‘behaviour, had itself to be combated or given another
meaning. As we know, many biologists and psychologists
including Darwin and Romanes, actually came to explain
instinet in terms of reason as "lapsed intelligence"
though the former, of course, sought here, as always,
to reduce teleological to mechanistic explanations by the
principle of chance variations (in impulsive endowment).
The eaflier évoluiionary psychologists, however, did not
dare, or were unaBle to initiate the attempt to explain
human in terms of animal behaviour. Interpreting the
latter in terms of a psychology false even in regard
to civilised man, it 1s no wonder that these earlier
thinkers found that the social integmation of minds, and
especially of insect minds, was a phenomenon so remark-
able as to justify any hypothesis.

The/



The tendency in favour of simpler, more rositive
;nd mechanistic exnlanation (e.g., Lloyd lMorgan's
special rendering of the "canon of persimony" and the
contentions of the Behaviourist 3chool) no longer
vermit us to regard such theories as explemations at

11. Innate impulse as a function of structure, and

o)

hence germinally determined, is now the ultimate
vrinciple - the vera causa - in terms of which it is
our business to formulate behaviour.

WTe have now, however, fallen‘into the error of
accepting a superficial classification as é true
induction. Any activities sufficiently homogensous
and striking are constituted a group and refefred to
the operation of a unitary motive (as above). Social

4behaviour is supposed to be determined by "herd instinct"
Notwithstending this radical change in method and terms
of inierpretation, the underlying fellacy remains the
same. We still regerd insect co-operation and commmal
organisatioﬁ wiih astonished admiration beca¥se we still
unconsciouslg attribute to them our own lazy, gelfish,
‘playful, varisble, experimentally destructive, etc.,
etc., etc., nature. It is this attitude to the problem
(a relic of our prescientific phase of education and

'tﬁought), and this preconception of the independence

of mind, that causes us to feel that some special

explanation is required, that some "agency" must be

discovered/



discovered to account for the fact that ant, ‘bee, and
other insect communities do not fall into disorder
and dissolve in anarchy,

Imperfect observation end dramatic exaggeration of
the harmony of insect societies, the attribution to
these creatures of humen complexity snd variability,
and of a degree of mental independence and individual-
ity wholly untrue of men himself, invest the -rhenomena
of animal communel life with an atmosphers of wonder
and rbmance. Te do not irherit the problem, of course,
but we are certainly brought up to it.

The fact is that mind is social in origin and
content, and individuality is lergely an illusion due
to the ‘complex interplay of cultural influences. It
is selected, moulded and developed to cultural or
traditional pattern, not constrained or subordinated
thereto by a regulating motive. Zvery step in every
possible line of develorment is a step in social
development, and we must not separate in owr minds
the process of development from the process of social-
isation. They are identical, and if we make this
arbitrary and sbstract distinction, we will have to
reunite them,’to bridge our ertificial chesm by some
hypothesis such as that under discussion. Minds do not
co-operate to form culture; they are not the units
whose combination forms society, but are formed by

society/



society.

| Impulse, however, is not acquired, though
affective-conative disposition mey to some extent be
gocially hermonised& by hebit and organic sympathy.

On the other hand, this epdowment is relatively

simple even in men, and in insects is highly stereo-
typed. To this extent the possibilities of disharmony
are minimised, and when we take into consideration the
practical absence of sex-rivalry among insects (where
it can appear, it is expressed as frankly and aggressive-
1y among socizal as among asccizl animals), we still
further reduce the justification for the postulate of
an instinetive regulating "agency" with the funetion
of stabilising society. . ,

In man, on the contrary, there is asbundant need
for an active gregarious instinct. Unlike insect
commmities his societies do not form mere reproductive
- units, while the plasticity of his instinects, the
complexity of his culture and innate orgenisation, give
rise to a variability snd individuality of disposition
which subjects his social organisation to considerable
strain. Here, surely, we should be able to find
evidence of a gregarious instinct in the form of a
"categorical imperative." Subjectively this is
nebulous, and we have no certainty of its congenital

nature/
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nature. Objectively we find everywhere formidable
organisations based on force: authority and obedience,
whose functions are to do what the "cregarious instinct®
end its derivatives fzil to do, nemely, to maintain
order, wniformity and socisl cohesion. Though the
interpretation of the customs of government, etec., is
debatable, its general bearing is agesinst the hypothesis
of a special social instinct. Unless we reduce our
conception of herd instinet to so- general amd a-specific
a form that there will be no justification or use in -
regarding it as an instinect, we cannot explain why
training and compulsion should be so conspicuous a
feature of human social life.

Te have already mentioned the absence of a
spsecific somatic mechanism proper to the gregarious
instinet. 3Structural characters and their functions
are, we know, inherited; the generally recognised
instinets (nutrition, reproduction, defence, locomotion,
etc.) have their own demonstrable organic integration
and usually special receptor-effector mechanisms. It
is certainly difficult to imagine the germinal
determination of a psychic dispoeition without any
organic correlative. Other difficulties also present
themselves when we attempt to think out the implicat-
ions of the hereditary transmission of "herd instinct."

Its manifestation is adult, while the rule (3hand

would /



would meke 1t a criterion of instinect) is for imstinct
to appear early in life - at least in rudimentery

and playful forms. 4Agein, we must note that both
subjectively and objectively gregariousness appears
to be a sentiment. As such, we must hold it to be
acquired and even highly evolved within the limits
of ontogeny. Finally, if we do not classify ?nimals
as social and asocial, we have seen that we cannot
radically differentiate social from sexual associations.
If, on the other hand, we do make this arbitrarj
diéiinction, we must imagine the germinal #ariations
which determine the social habit as occurring con-
vergently in different phyla yet limited to certain
gpecles of a genus. .

» Conbergent adaptation has certainly occurred,
but the identity is limited to the end result <=the
fact of communel life, not its mode or causes. The
social habits of ants and men are merely analogous and
only in respect to adaptation and survival value. There
does not appear to be any real homology, sociological,
psychological or physiological. Yet we are asked to
believe that this type of behaviour is determined by

a gpecific instinet - a psycho-physical disposition
identifiable in different phyle (as subsumed under one
conception having a psycho-physical implication) It

is difficult enough to conceive a specific (integrated)

disposition/



disposition capeble of determining.the complex and
‘subtle modifications of behaviour we call social.

It is harder still to imaginé its germinal deter-
mination. I find it incredible that convergent
veriation should heave produced a specific disposition
psycho-phy=iologically jdentifiable in orgenisations
so diverse as those of men and insect. ZIut if we
adopt the current view of the distribution of the
gregarious instinet, we must suppose that these'
variations have occurred frequenily, end so late in
ontogeny that certain epecies only out of a genus -
(are any genera or larger groups wholly social?) -
have been affected, and, of courss, independently.

Conclusions - One of three alternative views of
grégarioﬁs instinct may be adopted:

\ » (1) That it is really universal, but may lie
latent.

‘This brings it into line with other instincts,
gets rid of the difficulty of distinguishing gocial
from ssocial animals and of the impossible problem
of its origin end distribution. On the other hand,
it leaves the theory mors speculative than ever, still
without any definite psycho-physiological meaning,
and aggravates the difficulty of distinguishing the
effects of the social from those of the sex#al instinct.

(11) That it denotes merely a type of behaviour
without / |
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without implying any identity in the psycho-physical
mechanismg determining this,

Such a definition is logically unobjectionable,
but is not in accordance with current usage of the
term "instinct® .It further definitely denies the
conception of herd instinct any validity for psychology
or thysiology, socielogy or psycho-pathology. 3ince
the causal mechanisms and motives which determine the
behaviour mey vary indefinitely® all that is common
to the instinct as manifested by different species
is its adaptive significance (survival value as affect-
ing evolution)

(11i) The conception of "herd instinect" és an-

;"&.ﬂig_“/‘%‘x%‘—‘r—‘
alogous biologically)physiologic 1lly)*%o sex, nutrition
etz., with the exception that it is a specific character
of limited distribution, is the view here criticised
and rejected on the following grounds (1t is the current
conception, and indeed the only one that could have
any real heuristic value, and has been exclusively
considered on that account):

(a) The theory of "gregarious instinct" 1is
formulated to solve & problem that is factitious and
illusory. It rests upon & false conception of mind as
individusl snd asutonomous and the anthropomorphie
interpretation of animal behaviour in terms of that

misconception, It hes other disreputable metaphysical
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antecedents and relationships. It necessitates an
srbitrary classification of animals as gocial and
asocial without regerd to the fact that most infra-
humen associations are reproductive units, and hence
not essentially different from the families classed
as asocial. It ignores the facts of the conative
simplicity and stereotypy of insects, that their
solidarity and specialisation is organic, therefore
mechaniéally determined by the nature of the other
instincts, not by a specisl regulative instinet; that
their harmony, so far s&s it exténds, 1s really &
unison. Humen beings betray their lack of innate
adaptation to social 1life by the universal and con-
gpicuous phenomensa of coercion and authority - & social
and not an internal, individual control.

(b) There is no structural integration of the
tgregarious instinct" unlike instincts proper. (The
inerease of the social sentiments at puberty suggests
en associstion with sex.) On this account both its
.germinal determination snd subjective representation
_are much more difficult to undefstand.

(¢) BSubjectively the mere impulse to assoclate
is not constant or definite enough to be indisputably
distinguished from a possible gexusl derivative or
component. The social sentiments, which are all that
cen be verified on introspection, &re, like all thelr

class, the very smtithesis of instincis, the most/




most elaborate acqulred reactions (orientations of
emotional reaction) we know of. This is suprorted
by the facts of child psychology. |

(d) We cannot aécount'biologically for the
distribution of the instinct (sic!) determining thé,'
social habilt.

Philosophically, the presuppositions and methods
upon which this postulate was erected will not bear
examination. Fsychologically, bilologically and
physiologically, it has the slightest foundations, and
raises difficulties wastly more formidable than those
it solves. In every respect it is so indefinite, so
lacking’in positive content, that it @rves more readily
the purpose of disguising ignorance and evading
difficulties than of increasing our grasp of the com-
plexities of reality. I suggest that its use has thst

tendency and no substantial justification,



SO0ME ASPECTS OF SOCIOLOGY AND THEIR

PSYCHIATRICAL APFLICATION

1.
CULTURE and ENDCWMEN

We attribute gréat psychopathic significance
to the stresses incident to the adjustment of the
individusl to his culture. Everyone is supposed to
beer the merks of this conflict. In fact, this
isharmony is blamed for all humen unhappiness and
inefficiency not due to famine and disease. If this
opinion 1s justified how is 1t that culture, the
product of the mind, 1is not better adapted to the needs
and natural capacities of its creator?

The reason is partly that culture, as an adé%(ion
to real%ty and the exigencies of soclal existence,
must in some sense be a discipline and a constraint.
But even allowing for this,and admitting the mechanisms
described in“Totem and Tabuf'it remains that culture
is not thé natural and direct expression of the
impulses of the people.

Cultural evolution is largely independent of
~ germinal evolution. This is obvious in the case of

- langusge, and can be demonstrated of meny other

contents of tradition. We find cultures rise, stagnate

and fall, diverge, fuse, graft snd overlap in & way that

canndt/



cannot be attributed to germinal variation. For one
thing cultural acquisitions are trepsmitted to and built
upon by the succeeding generations in & way that does
not hold for organic characters. Of course the
vhysical basis, the inherited potentiallty must
pre-exist, but it is not gpecific., Though 1t sets a
nquantitative® limit to the progress of culture, this
mey never be reached. In such & case inheritance has
not pleyed even a negative part in shaping the
evolution of the culture concefned.

The relation of endowment to culture is, then,
not a simple and cakyal one. Undoubtedly cultural tend
to coincide with racial bounderies, but this is
true even of lenguasges which are mnot germinelly

transmitted, snd the seme causes (e.g. early upbringing)

may account for the r801al limitation of meny other
Qacial W‘wwlww meee as 2y,
culturel charscters. Cultures o overflowyat first,

superimpoaed upon the pre-existing cultures, they may

<

in time peemeate and fuse with or oust the latter

s.g. Negro adoption of Americen qulture); Cultures
cen therefore be transmitted regardless of cortical
endovment, eand it is important to notice that it is
precisely the highest and letest acquisitions that
are most readidy transmitted. If zerminal and cultural

differentiation of races: had proceeded parl passu

if/



(if the former were the ceszal series) then surely
cultures should more readily assimilate in their

generic than in their specific features.

‘THZ CONCAFTION OF A QULTURE

Tradition consists of a great deal more than
language. Concertuzl thought and knowledge, logic
arts and crafﬁs, law, economic 1ife and social
organisation, family usages and gex customs, religious
belief, myth and ritual, 2ll these and more form the
social heritage. fven personal ideég and ambitions,
attitudes, habits, tastes and interests are all power-
fully or decisively influenced by social contatts.

Culture is not merély a sum, & collection cf
practices and lore,, Under the dominance of a religious
bélief or some other sentiment it becomes relativeiy
organised. Fride of race may not only keep the racs
pure, but may even coﬁfine a culture to a race, as to
some extent is the case with the Jews. ZLut the

gsentiment may refer to clasq,sect, ceste, or even to
the culture itself, which theréby acquires great
stability. On the other hand, the contact of two
cultures leads to criticism, speculation and tolerance
and tends to pfoduce a diversity of minds. In this
way both may be fertilised and stimulated to rapid

development /
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development and complication.

Certain homogeneous cultures are so "organised
integrated, preserve so sruly a definite and chéractere
istic form that some wriiers have conceived them as
GROUFP MINDS,‘attribuiing to them individuality and‘all'
the éharacters of mind as it is commonly understood.
Cthers have been unjustly accused of this metaphysical
speculation, With these controversies we have nothing
to do, but they demonstrate the necessity for a clear
conception of culture and of its relation to individual
mind.

Culture is entirelg composed of '"mental contents.t
Apart from the minds in which it is embodied 1t has no
existénce. (This is clearly stated by meny who use the
term group mind) 7Yet, as the tissues of an organism
may be renewed throughout by waste and repair without
affecting its "form" and individuality, so mey a culture
propagate itself indgfinitely as a whole with some
degree of integration, Its constituent minds are its

vehicle or "ody"; in itself it is no more than aapattern"
to which they conform. It has the same kind of ex-
istence as a vortex or eddy, assimilating the infant
minds of the rising to make good the loss of the

passing generation. These minds are formed, moulded to

type, sometimes with a very narrow range of deviation.

Homogeneous /
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Homogeneous cultures are powerful social forces
meking for mental stereotypy and hence for their own
unaltered persistence.

Cne factor of stability is obvious. Those
(individual) endowments which are most apt to respond
to the preveiling culture will be encouraged,
“stimulated, educated and improved in every way to the
neglect of the less apt. Wide deviations from this
arbitrary "optimum" will be to some extent isolated,
atr%phied from lack of harmonious intercourée, and ,
thus denied their full potential development. Extreme
dewiations are coerced, repressed, or even actively
eliminated, not because they are manifestly inferlor
but simply as deviations from the norm..: There is thus
a sort of CUITCRAL 32LECTIOK of individuals which will
tend to mould the imnate (mental) dispositions of a race

to their culture. IEven to the small extmmt to which

individual and independent thought, art, etc,, 1is
possible, it does not follow that it will be able in
turn to influénce culture. Iligntal development
therefore, not only tends to be moulded exclusively
within the lines of' the extant culture, but chance

"improvements" on that culture as "strange" or "um-
intelligible" tend to be ignored and thus to leave

no record of their existence. It is for{these reasons

that /
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that cultural development oé%% more to the influence
of "other cultures" than to "supermen" of its own
population; the latter factor is not sufficiently
organised, wide- rread and persistent to affect its

inertia, and is thus ungble to survive.

II.
WSOCIAL"™ AND "IKDIVIDUAL" FSYCHULOGY.
It has been admitted that there is nothing of

culture ouiside the contents and processes of "individual*

R dn angued TEt " ondinolued ”

psychology, or at any rate a special application or

department thereof, can giveAan adequate account of
culture. In the first rlace the development of culture
is a matter of centuries; its progressions are infinites
simal and cannot be traced in the life-history of the
individual. A history of culfure has, therefore, facts
of its own to deal with - if.only as a descriptive
science folk-psychology (or ethmology) is amply
justified. | | |

But even the causes of the evolution cannot be
eluqidated from a study of the norms of mental reaction
(in the individual). It is true that every step in the
process took rlace in mind. These minds are now in-
acceséable to study; our only data.ére the ethnological

records. It is suggested that these might be formulated

on their own merits, and that it might be more

profitable/
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vrofitaeble to interpret certain.mental phenomena in
terms thereof than has proved the attempt to formulate
tradition in terms of *individual® psychblogy. \or e~
over, the evolution of culture.is not due to any
change in the endowment of its constituent minds, but .
rather to the interplay of diverse cultural influences
to which they were subjected. The minds themselves,
as it were, ars the crucibles in which the chemistry
takea place. Itlis of great and indepgndent value to
us to discover the "laws" of ihe combination, divergence,
orthogenesis and degeneration of culture. From the
biological standpoint we can regard culture as having
a pathology of its own. Such a conception may prove
of further interest to us inasmuch as culture may show
trends ill-adapted to external reality or to instemet-
ive endowment.

The'prinéipal reason, however, why we are no
longer datisfied with an tindividual® psychology is that
it has become a matter of uncertainty to distinguish
individual from social. Of these two factors in mental

phenomena, the former has been over-emphasised, and
also the diétinction between the two. Jhile every
endeavour is made toAinterpret the latter in terms of
the former, at the same time.the logical mantithesis is
s0 strictly read into the facts that a unification is

made more difficult than need be (see below)
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Baldwin defines social psychology as "That
department of psychology which treats of the individual
mind with reference to the imrlication of other minds
'in its funetions and development.® It is obvious whers
the denire of interest 1s for him, yet this writer was
particularly early and thorough-going in the study of
the social factors of mind. 3ocial psychology is
actually made a department or special application of
INDIVIDUAL psychology, for the profit of the latter.
This, I suggest, is to look af the facts from the wrong
side, for, though mind undoubtedly makes society, yet
it is equally true that society makes mind.

Fsyochology 1s largely based on the data of intro-

spection, and is dominated by. the concoptlon of mind
derived from the study of SELF. ZIut the autonomy of
the introspecting self is momentary and illusory; the
act consists in an artificial isolation of the mind
from its environment, and espscially from its socilal
enviroﬁment. Though the method is indispensable, it

gives us a 3TaTIC description of LATURE experience

under an ARTIFICIAL separation from the objective world
and with an INTZ_LECTUAL interest. The reflecting

mind has a fictitious independeyce; it is temporarily
DE3GCIALISED, and erects a correspondingly imperfect
psychology. MNaturally social phenomena are nol readily

explained by its fermulae.
it/
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It tends further to be assumed that the contents,
. functions and processes of mind are "individual® whereas
this can hardly be said of anything but the qualities
of experience; all its forms are profoundly modified by
social contacts. Thus one error is coversd though not
corrected by another. The over-emphasis upon the
individual is disguised by including under this conception
much that'ggyggéperly social, lianifestly social
phenomena‘are nezlected or relegated to the desctiptive
ethnologist, and where it is no longer possible to evade
the problem of the social iﬁtegration of minds; psychoio-
gists have to bridge the gap between gocial and
individual (a gap exeggerated and misplaced by themselves)
by transcendent and obscurantist hyrotheses like that of
"herd instinct"
III.
WSOCIAi" AWD "INDIVIDUAL" r3YCHOLOGY
e cemmot avoid this &ifficult and theoretical

discussion of first princirles. The distinction between

social and individual phenomena must be defined and shown
as real, relative, abstract, elc., as the case may be.

e cannot, for example, understand the inter-teiations

of the group and the unit unless we can form a clear

idea of their respective natures. ZIZven the literature

of social psychology is not helpful or intelligible to

us /
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us until the meaning and validiiy of such conceptions
as group minds are definitely sstablished. Hugo
unsterburg, for-example, writes: "We éompare the
social mind with the individual mind.. 3uch a comparison
is not meant as a metaphor. It is a tnue, far-reaching
anstogy, an account of really corresponding proéesses."
He then works out the most elaborate parallel, even in
regard to "physiological basis." Zut parallels never
meet, and though this one may be suggestive, i£ is not
helpful io the understanding of the ENTERAOTION of the
gsocial and individual minds - 1l.e., the psychogenesis
of the grour and the socialisation of the individual,
or even in forming clear ideas of these two and their
relations. Cther writers use group mind as 2 mere
figure of speéch, for others again it is a transcendent
reality.

‘But; as indicated above, there seems to be a still
more compelling necessity for methédological discussion.
If psychological theory has been erected upon a besis
of THDIVIDUAL behaviour to the relative neglect of
30CIAL DATA, then the enlargement of its field of
enquiry so as to take full account of the latter is not

a sim@lemmatter. We cannot assume that our psychological.

conceptions will merely be confirmed and perhaps
ampiified by these new data. They might prove inadequate

and have to be radically modified. e must not therefore

force/
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force social fact into psychological formulag nor on the
other hand can we willingly allow it (social fact) to

form an entirely independsnt theory of its own, To obtain
a unified explanation that will do justice to both |
groups of phenomena we must either jettison 2all theory

and generalise afresh on the new basis, or attempt to
relate the two theories as they exist. Thus a purely
thed®retical discussion is justified.

We require to know how eocial and individual
bshaviour are related, and in.particular whether the
former is due to any special stimulus, meotive or
"faculty" (inétinct.), If so, what postulates - if any -
must we add to our psychological theory to enable it
to talke sccount of socisl faet, or how must we modify
it in regard to method, voint of view, and funddmensal
conceptions? Cur method and probably our findings
will be profeundly influenced by the mode in which we
cénceive the distinction b#tween social and individual.
At the one extreme there are students who igmore it
Zaftogether, at the other those for whom it is absolutee

Some of the former attempt to deseribe all social

behaviour in terms of the instincts and purposes of the

individuals involved. Cthers regard the individual

mind as the product of its cultural contacts and the

causes and mechanisms of mental avolution as themselves

extramental. The problem of the socialyintegration

| of /



of minds for example, pfactically disappears, or at
le=st is profdundly modified, when avproached from the
latter point of view, yet it 1s crucial to the former
school (which might be termed individualistic
psychology.) ) |

It is thus possiEIBYfG*regard goclety as a special
produbt of mind or mind as a product of social life (or
both as distinet) and in this way to make either "social®
or psychological "laws" fundamental. Both points of
view are equally defensible, but if our methéd of
interpretation must (unfortwmately) follow one line
exclusively, it cannot be a matter of indifferenceiwhich
we choose. We may on the one hand make the "culture"
or the "group" the centre of interest and interpret the
mind in terms of its history and purposes and of mass
BEHAVIOU&?EPOn the other hand, gince all the data consist
of the behaviour of individuals, we may equally reasonably
make our knowledge of the individual the basis of our
study of the group. ‘

What is an individual mind and what is its relation
to social factf are we to refard 3UCIAL behaviour as

distinguishd by (a) a gpscial form of stimulus evoking

it; (b) a specisl motive, disposition, faculty or
[ ]

acquired ideational system producing it,or (¢) merely
byta special purpose utility or survival value which is

its CONSEQUENCE (psychologically irrelevant excepl

ag /
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&s regards conscious purpose.) .These gquestions indicaté
the perplexities that beset us in extending investigations
from the individual to the social. They are not decided
and perhaps cannot at 21l be decided on theoretical
grounds. Even the most practical interest in the mattem
and the necessity for mutual comprehension in co-aperative
thinking requires a definition of the conceptions "social®
and "individuzl®; their meaning rederence (extension) and
relation to esach other. |

I will endeavour to show that we conceive of the
individual as autonomous - self-coftained, and self-
determining - to a degree that makes social psychology
impossible. Oyr formel admission that the CONTENTS of
mind are social in origin and can only be understood
from the standpoint of a Hf?fS?ﬁ(’Eoes not correct the
error. HOw much of the actual'structure of the mind is
also part of the "socialwﬁeritage" camot be determined

2 priori, but I hope to demonstrate the existence af

Hat
certain tendencies o concentrate attention unduly upon
and Rt
the individual at the expense of thé social, s over-

emphasise the distinction and & misplace. it.

(If w& attempt to imagine the "group" and the
"indivi&ual" mind as having spatial telations, we will
ebviously concede an unfair advantage tomindividualistic

interpretation. DBut although the "social" is contained

in/
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in the individuel mind, the degree to which #t can be
sald to form part of (to be functionally integrated with)
the latter varies greatly with corresponding wariations
in character and conduct)

HOW FAR Do TFI FACT3 IN THilu3:sLVE3 HARRAKT U3 IN DRAWING
A DISTIKCTION BATWEZAN THE SOCIAL ANﬁ TEE IwDIVIDUAL?
The social habit has been regerded as a specific

character (and hence innate), and that, not only in
poputar speech, but élso in scientific literature. e
are quite accustomed to talk of social and solitary
speciles, but I have shown (Lancet, November 19, 1921),
that this ciassification rests merely upon the selection
of extreme examples of each mode of life. It is |
sﬁfficienily evident that there is no natural division
betweeh the two classes of species, but that on the
contrary intermediate forms (of sociality) are as common
as in organic evolution. I have shown moreover that if
social and solitary species are compared in regard td the
adaptation of gen;ral instinctive activities necessitated
by the social hebit (i.e., in megerd to its real
psychological meaning), then 1t will be seen that the
so-called animal societies ars in fact families -

centreing round ONZ functionally active individual of

either gex, and therefore presumably held together by

revroductive impulses as they are certainly split by

reproductive/ '- : )
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reproductive rivelry. If following this suggestion we
define society as a permenent co-operative group
trenscending the bounds of the family (reproductive or
sex units), we shall have %o extlude from thé class of
social animals all the commumal insects and will in
fact be left with man and baboons as almbst the only
animals of which the "family" is not the natural
division, or rather the natural group.

A still more stertling consequence of the attempt
to discover 2 definition or criterion of sociality which
will 8nable us to classify specles as social and solitary,
is the light it throws upon the relationshin of the
family and the socisl group. The transition (evolution
of social frour from family) is regarded as natural and
even easy, phylogenetically and ontogenetically (cp.,
however, Freud); the two organisations are pegarded as
analogous and closely related and the family is pointed
out as supporting and aiding the state in every way and
as promoting sodialisation generally. Such a definition

of socisal as that given above would lead us to the
oppesite conclusion; namely that the transition is
eritical and opposed by masculine jealousy, and (even yet)
by many other motives, and that the twé groups 8re in |

constant competition for the loyalty and interest of the

individuals (constituent of beth groups) with a constant

tendency/
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tendency towards the reversion from the social to the
family interests and life. e mey take it therefore
that there is no obvious and natural division of
species intoésocial and solitary which would guide

us in defining the social and individusl modes of life,
disposition, etc., and so, in forming a clear con-
ception of the difference betw-en these types of mind,
l.e., in discovering a criterion of sdciality.

3ince we cannot classify species themselves, are
we able to clasgify behaviour on these lines? Can we
distinguish ce%ﬁain functions, acts and responses that
are as definltely social as others again are alimentary
decchive

emﬂF%h@;s£o3e—n9a-eeeial459422;224uetase, and hence non-
social. No; behaviour is classified aécording (l)‘to
‘the strucgures involved, or (2) to the biological.
purposes ;ubserved - preservation, propagation,
alimentation snd subordinate utilities. On neither
bagls can social conduct find a definite place; it

involves no special reflexes: and social life is not
a bi6logical end in itself, but merely an adaptation

for theneagier attainment of the vital and truly
instinftive needs., Social behaviour then is an
abstraction and consists really in gsubtle modifications

and adjustments of individualistic impulse. Regardeé

as [/



ag~2a special activity it does not warrant us in
postulating a relatively integrated psycho-physical
disposition (instinctive or acquired) as its proper
source, and thus enabling ourselves tomerify and re-
define our conception of what is social - to discover
to what the term rroperly arplies, and to ascertain
the valldity =nd precise significance of the distinction
gocial-individual. "

Finally do subjective -phenomena, the data of
introspection assist us in drawing this distinction?
Can we by looking into our own minds delimit the social
and the individual? In the first place, such an
enquiry assumes that all the data of social psychology
are to be found in any given mind -~ an assumption that
is by no mea#ls universally admitted. In the second, it
is by no means clear what sgb'ective gsriterion of
sociality is possible, i.e., én what grounds we could
‘make the distinction social non-social within the sphere

of one mind. TFor example, ®re we to call all these

mBntal contents "social" which are derived from or
under the influence of our fellowmen (i.e. practically

the whole of the mind) or only those which refer to

them (fellows) directly or to their well-being as

distinet from our own? In regard to instincts and

emotions, lcDougal admits that introspective

analysis/
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analysis is impossible and he turns to biology for
guidance. But, as we have just seen, biology has
hothing to say in definition and support of this
distinetion, Neither in structure, behaviour or
purpose 1s any clear and natural difference discern-
ible between the social and the individual. 4That is
to say, the logical contrast has no phenomenal basis;
1t cannot be discovered in the facts and is highly

abstract =2d even at that indefinite.

IV,
REASONS FOR TFE EXIBTING OVER-IMPHASIS UFON AND
ARTIFICIAL DEFINITION OF THE DISTINCTICN OF THE
;W’éé'_, S
SOCIALY INDIVIDUAL.

It is so widely and confidently drewn, however,
that it is worth while to encuire how it is arrived
-at. Begides, since some animals can fairly be said
t0 be more socizl then others, a genetic account
required the definition of stages or degrees of

é

soclality.
| Perhaps ths starting-point of all reflective

ihoﬁght is in the experience of conflict between
social and selfish motives. At any rate we find
ethical problems pleying & great part in early dig= o=
aﬁssionsfan the nature of man and the forms and

causes,/
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causes of his béhaviour. Thé distinction social
anti-social 1s thus made, and later is never really -
disentangled from the'psycho~sbciological (and more purely
scientific) distinction, social-individuai. The
vague conception of the former antegonism (sociszl-
enti-social) is a bias wh}ch tends to accentuate in our
minds the ormposition ani contrast between the latter
pair of ideas, and to preoccupy our attention with
rroblems of policy and government which are not
fundamental to sociology.

Bsychology also has mainly been pursued by‘the
methoed of introspection, which,mas already stated,
tends to exaggsrate the independence of the individual
l.e., to an artificial definition of individuality.

Tﬁisvdesocialised psychology naturally requires .

supplementing —hen confronted with sccisl phenomens,

and thus the sciences of the sociagl and of the individ-

ual tend to develop in~is§lation, and their wrelated
theories in turn confirm our tacit assumption that they ;
deal with different groups of facts. Further, . |
psychology like ethics, tends to identify the ego with

the individual, just as "ethical" sociology confuses

selfishness and individuality. It tends also to over-

look the éignificance of complex cultural influences

for the deVelopmént of "personality". That the very

persongl/
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personal differentise are gociali;n origin is a true

raradox that almost completely escapes our individual-

istic psychology. Qnoth?r varadox is found in the
féct that the "selfish" instincts whose unrestrained
expression (and the consequent rivalry) is the main
disruptive force of society, are in fact (by the
mechanism of "organic sympﬁgéy") the'foundation of that
community of feeling that alone makes co-operative
activity possible. ¥WHAT DI3TINGUISHES THE ILDIVIDUAL
FROM OTHZRS , I3 THAT JHICHE Hi HAS RECEIVED FRCil OTHERS;
WHAT ANTAGOWISES FIM TOWARDS OTHERS/IS THAT WEICH HE
HAS 'IN CCMMON FITH OTHER3 AND WHICH #0313 TEE VARY
BASIS OF TEZ 30CIAL RAFFORT. Psychology, dealing with
cultural individuals and at a moment of self-conscious-
ness (and therefore of the consciousness of the
oppositidm self-other), attributes moreover to the
individual much that is social in origin and reference.
It thus obscures, misplaces and exazgerates the division
between social and individual, and makes the problem
of the evolution and development of the latter, and. of
his social integration much more difficult.
Speculative‘sociology onf%he other hand commits
corresponding errors by regarding all the features of
the evolved state as primitive and fundgmental to social

life, and their origin as coeval with that of the group

itself./
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itself. No wonder it hed to postulete rationel con-
tracts, etc., when it set itself the fictitious
problem of accounting for the synthesis, BY CRI3I3,
of scattered families into an organised and political
state. Reason i’pself is a product of social 1life,
and such speculatfons are afsurd when applied to
explein the origin of the group i.“c,self (or for that
matter anything else) We must to a certg{r: istinguish
between the problems of the origin of culture and. the
origin of the group. The former is mainly secondary
though having its roots back in family life, Without
gding further into detail, it is obvious that such
speculations were besed on & misapp:ehension of the

relations between individual and society, and tended

still ‘u:btber to obscure that relatiom, and in the long

run to exaggerate the difference and the opposition

between the two., Thus the .problem of the social

integration of individusls could only be solved by

transcendent hypotheses, because bot

iety were conceived in an abgolute and

h the individusl
wrelated
and soc

way, and because puch was sttributed to the former that

really was soclal in origin, and much was regarded as

essentisl to, smd therefore primary in sogial 1life,

that really was a late product @hereof.

Biology/
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Biology did not serve to bring the social and
the individual into relastion. (n the contrary, by
selecting extreme examples of each mode of life
(socisl and solitary), regarding them as typical and
ignoring intermediate forms and the fact that hymen-
opberan communities are really families; by tacitly
agssuming thatﬁthe SCCIAL HAﬁET IS HOMOLOGOUS THEOUGHOUT
THE ANIMAL KINGDOM, biology permitted the LOGICAL
contrast, social non-social; to be forced upon the
facts of life. The notion of = gspecial social instinct
too, has been, until recently, 2llowed to pass un-
challenged, notwithstanding (samong other objections)
the fact that the social hebit cammots be regarded as a
biologicai end in itself, but is mefely a speecial
adaptation whose ﬁtility lies in the facilitation of
"reproduction, nutrition, defence, etc.

Philosophic discussion also has failed to solvg
the problems of the nature and inter-relations of the
individual and the group. Far from it, hesikdes
'reading the abstract distinction into the real, it has

tended rather to carry the contrésting ideas to a limit,
defining and emphasising their logical opposition. The
evolution of the social thus becomes unintelligible,

a genetic‘account imposs ible. Hence, for those who

‘will abendon neither their problems nor their pre-
conceptions, the necessity for juggling with meta-

phvsical/
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metaphysical (ttanscendent and essential) postulates

<

Approaching this impassgble gap from the standrpoint

t

of sociology we tend to find the social bond in
"rational contracts" dominance of leaders, group
minds, or special dispensations of providence. The
Vpsychologist on the other hand, will fancy "moral
gsenses, " categorical imperatives (unless this was
really a compulsion neurosis) herd instincts, rational
hedonism, suggestion, sympabhy, éonséiousness of kind,
and combinations and permutstions of these. Some of
them obviously explain nothing, none are universally
accepted, so it seems worth while to enquire inte® the
necessity for postulating ANY social "centripetal™

force whatsoever.

CONCLUSIONS

(1) ‘The phenomena we group wnder the term "social™®
have apparently little in common. Al most this
comﬁpnvaspect or character 1is ¥ery obscure and indefinite,
and consequently the conception "the social" is highly

. abstract snd even empty, or else must be applied to
things that are réally different, in a confusing way.
The denotation is so wide that the term ceases to have
any strict and substential meaning. .

(2) Between (typicaiky) rgocialt and "solitary"

'species, social and individual behaviour, social and

individualistic/
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individualistic impulse, motive aml feeling, there

is no sherp amd natursl line of demereation. On the
contrary, on searching closely for such a division, we
find a continuous series of infermediate forms, while
the very contrast hetween the extreme forms becomes
obscured and coﬁfysed by the question of the relation
of "family" to "social" 1ife.

An ILDUCTIVE study of social phenomena soon
ralses the question of the velidity of the distinction
of this (the social) as a natural class, It throws
doubt upon the tacit assumptibn thet the social habit
is homologous and serves always the same biological
purposes, and upon the related theory that social
behaviour has a single, relatively integrated instinect-
ive root (i.e. that i1ts psycho-physical disposition
is primerily organised, that its impulse bundle is
really a "bundle" and has mny psychological unity),
Thus the conception of the "social! hecomes disintegrated
the purely logical distinction sbcial-non-social loses

even its d@scriptive‘galidity, and eﬁery fresh attempt
to discover it definitely in the facts leads us into
furthér confusion. Consequently we can only attach a
vague, relative, tensative meaning to the contrast,
social-individual; we eannot rely on these concepts

in classifying facts or in formulating problems. e

must regard it rather as a dangerous preconception
deeply/ |




deeply engrained in our tradition.

| (3) Introspective psyﬁhology studies minds which
_apprehend the relation self-other, and tends to
accept the"sgo" as the "individual." It is largely
responsible for the preveailing over-emphasis upon
the distinction social-individual, snd disguises this
error by including under the coﬁception of "individualn
much that is social tn origin and reference. The
introspéctive méthod, point of view, and data are
largely responsible for the cleavage between psychology
and sociology, an isolation that is by no means
remedied by poeching from either side. This pfychology
has divorced and robbed sociology. It has selected for
attention SOME only of the facts of behaviour, an@ -
" because of its ego-centric point of view - inadequately
interpreted others. Others again, until recently, it
 has wholly neglected. 3ociology can bring against
psychology twomcharges: _

(#) That having formulated its theory upon a

narrower basis, 1t attempts to extend it a FRIORI to
a new range of facts (social) which ought to be
Beneralised on thei# own account. Psychological theory
applied to social fact is a preccnception, and its
findings should be received with caution.

(Bl) That its "ego-centric" method - the de-

socialised and isoleted state of the introspecting mind
its "subjectivéf&ﬂ permanently dlsables it from -

inpgr/ :




>interpreting 30CIAL behavioeur (to some extent). The
sociological inadequacy of such a psychology cannot
be made good by ADDILG certain (essential and transc-
endent mostly) postulates to its theory, or Ly srecial-
ising a department thereof to deal with social fact.
These expedients serve merely to disguise the essential
disharmony betweén th@‘introspective and the soclolog-
~ical (objective and behawiourist) conceptions of the
individual mind. | A

(4) Wwe must regard all behaviour and experience
as ONZ group of phenomens. The distinctlon soclal-
individual is in meny ways uncertain and is probably
not fundamental. #e cannot rest content without a
unified hermonious and systematic account of the JHOLE
of mental activity. We canmnot therefore permanently
be content to supplement a theory of individual mind
(conceived in abstract and ebsolute fashion) by an
equally ebstract theory of the Group, and to bridge
the artificial gap between the two by wnnecessary,

uprofitable and non—explanatory explanations.
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MORAL IMBECILITY (GNOSOLOGICAL)

There is a ty’*pe of Social Pgychology which finds
the eXplanation of max{s gocial behaviour in a
hypothetical "disvosit ion" of his mind. This
motive ééomplex is conceived as svecialised for the
function of- adapting conduct to social life , and as
being in itself relatively closely in'be:grated,
developing and functioning as a whole. Of this
hyvothetical "Gregarious Instinet", McDougall goes
go far as to say:—“For it is highly probable that
instinective dispositions are Mendelian Units"
(JL. of Abn. Psych. & Soc. Psych. Vol XVI, P, 316)
This pleinly suggests that the unity off:ocial
disposition (its existence as & discrete fastor 1n
development ) is to be regarded as antedating
experience, t'hat it is an ultimate datum for psychology
not susceptéble to analysis and is not & derivative
of any other known motive such as "love" , "Fear"/ or
"Hope of reward". This "Instinct" int ervretation of
social behaviour has besn criticised en many grounds’
(as unfruitful for Psychology, and incompato'ble with
biological fact), but of course the demonstratlon
of a Mendelian Transmission of the social disvosition

would compel us to regard it as an element of character,

Our conception of mental develovment and of the

"gocialisation"/
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"socialisation" of the in:dividual, of the relative
significance of upbringing as compared with organic
endowment ,and our whole psychopathology, devend uvon
our acceptance or rejection of MFDougall's view.

If he is right in regard to the germinal "unit"
determination of the soecizl disposition,
erimdnflogical studies should offer verificstion,

I propbse therefore to consider how far we are
Justified in regarding Mcral Insanity and Moral
Imbecility as true "morbid entities"

Qur problem may be roughly stated:; -~ how far is
the social disvositlion of g man a "unitary charscter"
relatively integrated within the larger whole of
the organism, and relatively indenendent of ‘
similerly integrated "impulse-bundles"; how far does
it function as a discrete factor in develooment and in
behaviour? If we &re 2ble to demonstrate vathological
digintegrations selectively affscting social behaviour,
if we find gross congenital defect of this funection
uncorrelated with defeet in any other, sbove all if such
defect should be transmissible in Mendelian "patterns",
then the question would be settled in McDougall's
favour. If not, our research might stlll bhring to
light other correlations interesting and important

in themselves and perhaps throwing light wuvon the

nature of the socisl bond. We wihkh therefore to
know .
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know whether social reactions are aver gelectively
- disordered or defective and if so, the etiology and
pathogenesis of such conditions.

Clinical data however do nof seam at first
sight to decide unequivocally wﬁether such
specialigsed or limited abnormality does or does not
occur. At least we find absolute differences of
opinion among observers as to whether moral abnormality
exists per se. Tredgold for example is confident not
only that this is a cliniecal entitx‘but that the mind
is made up of "four chief senses or sentiments",
morel, religious, artistic and rasticndl. He considers
these comvonents are indevendent varisbles. At the
opvosite extreme we find Healy declaring "that
probably all moral imbeciles are piimarily mentally
sbnormal" The most he sllows is "thet if the moral
imbecile exists who is free fromall other forms
of in*ellectual defect hs must indeed be = rara avis"
Though constantly on the look out Healy has never
found one.

The conflict of ovinion as to the existence of
abnormality limited to sdcial behaviour turns mainly
on the question of the relation of such a moral
defeet to intellectual defect, some consideripg
that there are instances of a congenital incapacity

to aporeciate moral relations without any impairment

of/



of the other functiong of - mind, Others again hold

that moral defect or disorder is always secondary to
intellectual inferiority. We can discern however =a
number of reasons why moralﬂintellectual defect should
apoear to be associated even though possibly indevendent.
In the first place a wide tange of intellectual
inferiority is found in the general povulation -

extreme dulness being quite compatible with a moral

life. Though the proportion of intellectually
defectives may be abnormally high amohg of fenders,

()
many causes may overate to bring this about.

U)See however , Cyril Burt "Delinquency & mental
Defect" British Journal of Medical Psychology
1923. P.169.

Tor instance the unintelligent are expossed to

‘ greater temptation, are less able to resist these on
prudential grounds and are more lisble to detection.
Though they bulk largely in the group of convicted
delinguents we cannot generalise and say, vrobably
811 offenders are defective more or less. It apvears
to me that some writers have a tendency to do thié,

they overlook the great varisty that is within the
1imits of the normal. It would be easy to devise a
group of intelligence ‘tests that would find weak

spots in any average intelligence. If therefore, we

look/
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look for the mental defset until we find it, as one
writer recommends, we will certainly find it wherever
our preconceptions require it to be found., We

myst in fact consider whether all incorrigible
delinquents show a cognitive inferiority WHICH
ACCOUNTS FULLY FOR THEIR BAD CONDUCT.

There is another circumstance tending to over-
emphasize the association of mental and moral defect.
In our psychistric examination of delinguents we
must to some extent devend upon discussion of ethiecal
gituations. Now a stupid 'patient is at a disadvantage
here and his incompetence to utillise abstract |
conceptions might lead us to underestimste his morsal
sense. | He might of course be unsble to explain and
to eriticise his conduct and yet have a sound
intuitive perception of moral obligations in a concrete
gituation., On the other hand, a highly intelligent
men will aporeciate the durvose of the interview, he
knows the right attitudes to adopt and the normal
answers to give. EHe knows in fact all about morality
and sociel life, his ethical understanding is perfect.
Here we may miss a true case of moral imbecility by
diagnosing it a normal criminal. Yet again & man may
be so anti-social, so suspicious, so out of sympathy

with his fellows in general and his examiner in

particulmr/
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particular that he neither follows ﬁle.questions
with his interest or exerts himself to resvond. Here
there will be 1 tendency for the examiner to attribute

erroneously, a deficiency of intelligence to & casme -

of morsl disorder. Not only then does the mode of

selection of our material tend to Present us mainly
with cases in which mental defeot complicates moral
digorder, but in our eXamipstion of these cases thers
are msny circumstances that would lead us to confuse
the two. It is extremely diffficult to sestimate the
two factors sevarstely. Our evaluation of the moral
condition of the natient is largely devendent umnon
his inielligence; our estimate of his intelligence
devends somewhat uvon the emotional ranvort (i.s.
gocial) betwsen examiner and exsmines. For test
purvoses intelligence is really social intelligence,
and morsl disvosition is intelligent ap»reciation

of social standards.

On examining the genetic relationship of moral
and intellectual defect we find another reason for
their close agsociation. It is obvious that gross
congenital defect of cognitive cavacity will dissble
the affected individual from mastering the principles
which govern sociasl relationship, or even from lesrn-

ing and remembering the customs of his commnity.

It/
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It seems probable moreover that a radical defect in
the social ravnort must have equaliy disagtrous
effects upon intellectudl develovment. . This latter
process consgists largely in the assimilation of
tradition and in the acquisition of skills in the use
of complex abstractﬁ,thought symbols. Bothfthese \
ecquisitions devend not only uvon intimate and
constént conkact with minds of similar interests,

but also umon the existénce of a DIRECT AFTECTIVE
REIATIONSHIP BEITWEEN THE LEARNER AND HIS TEACHERS,
The precise nature of this bond;ié the ultimste object
of social psychology to dissover ; meantime it seéms

certain that in ite absence learning from others

would be imvossible. Some personal attachment seems
then a precondition of intellectual develovment,

as being necessary to establish or maintain the
 gympathetic understanding, the idemtity of intsrest
and doint of view that is required if the child is to
acquire and corrsctly apvly his coﬁmunity's concevtual
formilstion of enviromment. We know how cross-
purvoses, difference in voint of view, ete., stult ify
geience and philosovhy, and how the resulting
misunderstandings may confound human intelligencse
for generations. Any suh misunderatandings and

disharmonies between the child mind and jts teacher

would/
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would render development impwossible. The affzctive
attuning of minds is then necessary for their
interaction,and develovment requires also thét
interest in others which motiwates the »layful
interactions of conversation. This co-overative nlay-

thinking is a gina gua non of mental devalowment. It

is 2 commonplace how even at school age the affective
relations of teacher and taught affect the latter's
intellectual interest and vrogress. Refusal to lesrn
at this age may mere€ly deprive the individusl of
school knowledge/bui non-incenedtive to learn at an
earlier age may lead to ignorance and stuvidity
indistinguishable from congenital defect. We gee
then that even in the event of 2 constaht.concomitgnce
of moral and intellectual abnormality baing demonstrateq,
we must not on that account Jjump to the coneclusion
that intellectval defect is necessarily vrimary and
fundamental. Wé must in fact trace out the vrecise

mechanism of the corrzlation and not merely state the

assoeiation of the two conditions as a statistical

fact.
In this connection we may anticipate a lster

observation. The more intelligsent of the morally

defective gometimes exhibit a curious and highly ‘

specifie stupidity in their social relations. This

is/
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1s not because of the comolexity of the latter which
are well enough 'understood!. These cages fail in the
INTUITIVE ATPRECIATION OF OTHER PEOPLE'S ATTTTUDES

AND FEELINGS. They ars clumsy in their gocial
relations because of their laclk of symwathy. The
stupidities into whfeh this may lead them vary from
the slightest and the most laughable mzladroitness

to the grossest blunders. It is sometimes mossible to
describe the same offence in two altefnativa ways, both
true 15 fact. One of these ways may »ieture the aection
of the culprit as childliks, or stuvid to the voint

of imbeeility. The other may as plausibly regard

it as the oversight of a crafty villain. Medical
testimony tends to emphasize the stupidity of the

offence as evidence of intsllectuasl defeet or of

psychopathy. The Court however is often able to

gatisfy itgself that the general intelligence of the

offender is up to average. The intellectualist
preoccuvatlion of both varties causes them both to
overlook the fact that this stupidity indicates neither
chance oversight nor radical menmtal inferiority

but rather a defect in social flair. Here is another
reason for the vrevalent ovinion that offenders are
mosésiniellectually defective or mentally normal, the
possibility of moral defect is ovwerlooked.

We/
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We will no# consider an g priori argument
often advanced, (oftener still taecit), thatvthe~fact
of misconduet in itgelf implies intellectual
defect in ag much as wrong-doing is contrary to the
evilidoers own best interssts. The vosition that
erime is insanity, is.made the basis of =
reﬁiculous attack upon the »rinciple of vunishment.
Partly as a reaction to this subversive movement ,
vartly from the same ratlionalistie ﬁreconceptions,
the Law adheres stedfastly to the view that only
intellectual abnormelity limits criminal resvonsibility,
Both of these attitudes to crime show an over -
valuation of prudentisl motives and intelligence ss
factors in social conduct. This is in fact the |
fallacy of hedonistic utilitarianism which finds
in the reasonable calculated vursuit of pleasure,
in enlightened and rational self -interest,the whole
cause of soecisl conduct. As an ethlcal dogma
this has fallen into disrepute, as s vreconception
inf luencing practical Jjudgments 1t seems as gtrong
‘as ever. The argumentvis‘this, "Tf the vatient could
understand the disadvaniages and appreciate the
consequences of such conduet , he would abstain.”
Certainly forkthese who consider that conformity
to gsocial exigences is solely and gufficisently

motiveted/ 4 E



motivated by prudence and the voliecy of honesty,

1t is difficult to concléve of morsl imbecility
without concomitant intellectual inferiority. We
now know that "economic man", if not a fabulous
monster, corresvonds vretty closely to our concention
of akmoral imbecile. Rationaligstic ethics regard
this character as tyvical of the good citizen.

This may of course be true, in which case the

gearch for an affective socialising factor,
instinctive or derivative,(under the influence of
culture),is ‘411lusory. The concemntion of human
‘nature as rational or "economie" is however
thoroughly discredited, and was indeed based on 8
CGensideded view of social obligations as comprising
only those incidental demands uvon self -denisl

in connection with which WE ARE IN THE HABIT OF
EXPERIENCING CONFLICT. As i¥ now well -ktnown the

vast majority of social reactions are, by normal
adults, performed as sutomatically - with as little
constious deliberation, 'shall I or shall I not' -

as reflexes. Many of these customary'reactidns more -
over are highly ARATIONAL and even disadvantageous
to the individual performing them and to the
comnunity at whose unspoken demsnds they are verformed.

A more comprehensive view of social motive is therefore

necessary/
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necessary than that offered by Utilitarian Ethies,
and this involwes a corresvonding modification in
our theory of antisocial conduct. If we do not wish
to saddle ourselves with the task of defending an
abandoned and untenable psychosociological theary,
we mast cease to look uvon intellect as the foundation
of sqcia} oonduct/and uvon abnormalitiiilof intellect
a8 the source of s5ll social maladappion;
2 '%t will of course be asgerted as ususl that
no one supvorts the Utilitarian Ethical Theory, etec.
Both in writings and in testimony however, there is
‘abundant evidence of the belief that the folly
of wrongdoing connotet defect of intelligence.
It may be true that the normal man in resisting
a temptation applies gome such formula as "honesty is
the best policy". But is this judgment the resl
esuse of his continued vrobity, and is the process
truly intellectual? I should.imagine that a purely
intelligent dscision would depend uvon weighing the
‘probability and walue of the forbidden gain against

the probsbility of detection and the severity of
consequent punishment. This punishmept_moreover is

itself largely moral rather than material and so is

not/
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not really grievous to the man who is insensitivs

to his fellow's feelings. Does even the buginess

man (and we know that a modified code of morais is
supposed to be sanctionsd in business) weigh and
consider dispsssionately every mogsitlity of gainful
wrong-doing? Even if he did,this would not establish
a norm and we might have to consider this class (in the
pursuit of treir occuvation) as enjoying ¥!) a gvecial
custom-ganctioned licence. OQur oroblem is really
this - is intelligence the prime and general cause

of moral (or social) conduct? Even the most
“unscrupulous bgginess man would ppotest that he

doeé not order his whole life by his business
standards, unless he pretended to probity, in
business/or on the other hand, with Bottomley, claimed
that all morality was cant. THis double moral
standard is Quite a weli recognised vhenomenon and

we must ask ourselves, are both of these moralities
based on intelligence and if so why do they differ?

But if we do notconfine our attention to commer -
cisl dealings (where varying views of rights are
vossible and not settled by custom and where the only
personsl motive is the desire for gain) and if we

consider the general conduct of life,ws find that

normel men do not meet tempdtation intellectually at

all/



all. On the contrary where they do not yield to
temptation they turn from it in horror and fear/ thus
resolving the conflict on purely emotional, i.e.
non-rational lines. Self -interest and the real n
nogsibilities of the situation are not congideredy
nor is a balance of vros and consg ealculated. ’The‘
forbidden desire is met by an equally smotional re-
gistence, and even when the conflict is not at once
decided it continue:c}be fought out on emotional lines.
At most there are intervals of rationalisation but
reason is rather a svectator whose a.%aproval is sought
. than an effective director of action. It merely
gerves to bring other motives into relation with the
point at issue, and of these motives/ long-sighted
gelf -interest is lamentably weak even in intelligent
and well-behavsd neovle. The sodial sanetlon takes
form within the mind as a compulsion or an a-
rational dredd. The rational examination of this
sanction would generally weaken it and thiis pave the
way for a-moral conduct.

In this connection the voice of the peovle is
the voice of God) and whether it 1is obeyed from love
or from fear it is obeyed on emotional grounds.

To anticipate a future article, we see here the cause

of the orimimality of mobs, they are their own social

oS¢
sanction, their own public ovinion, they camee to

ba/
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be a psychic part of the larger community, We may go

further than this and say that not only does the fear,
regpect or love, of one's fellows and of the mystie
publie ofpinion,prevent the normal man from examining
intellectually a chance of m.'ong-doing, but that
probably in the wvast ms.jority of cases opvortunities
of pleasurable and gainful wrong-doing PA3S UNNOTICED.
People are blind to the chances of doing "the things
that are not done" by members of their community.
Habit will not explain this altogether, for habit

can not only be formed by the operation of a motive.
We see moreover , that in regard to social conduct
powerful motives are always overative. The motive
behind thé hebit csnnot have been rational self - |
interest , for the habit of self -denial is formed at an
age and in regard to activities which forbit{ such an
explanation. It is, 68 course true in‘a sense that all
motives whatever are related to or derived from self -
interest , for attachment to others is vpleasursble and
dependent to begin with in the pleasure others give

us. But the selfishness of such motives early
disapvears from consciousness and the gaixi from the
conduct it motivetes is often non-existent. The

distinctions between pleasure and duty is real if not
&

fundamental/
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fundamental and the reduction of all modes of conduct
to the expression of the pleasure-pain principle
obliterates Teal and useful distinctions. It is s
fact that people do things for which they have no
instinctive desire and which bring them no pleasure,
they may even incur loss and injury without limit;
though this unselfish conduct may be derived from
originally selfish 'mot:tves{the change 1s real and
important/ and we wish to know how it c{'éme about. To
insist on hedonistic and wutilitarian interpretations
of all behaviour results in straining Bhe facts of
social conduct through the formulae of individusl
psychologyl giving us a very incomvlete view.

Conside:_c' now the case of a hypothetical moral
 imbecile. (He will not over -look ovvortunities of
wrong-doing)., He is in the unhappy vosition of the
"sconomic man", of having to decide whether each
part‘icular temptation is worth the risks that yielding
to ‘ag‘m invelves. To the desiré of the moment he has
nothing bétter to oppose than prudential condiderations,
he is not startled and horrified by the idea of wrong-
doing and an opvortunity for him 1s a chance to be
seized rather than an evil omen. Even imprisonment

means merely a period of privation /and for that matter

L
as/



62

as a good egotist, he generally has supreme confidence
in his léick. TFor the normal man end for all crimes
but murder, it is the trisl, the disgrace, ags much as
the actual punishment that is the deterrent where the
deterrent is actually considered. The moral imbecile
shows up well at his trial, perhavs coﬁductﬁ‘ his owmn
cage. Any sort of scquittal (in Scotland "no’l; nroven ”
verdict) is & triumph for him. He takes a highly
legalistic view of the vroceedings and cannot really
aporeciate why the Jury and the -ublic should be
prejudiced against him by his employing guibbles and
technical evasions. TWe find prisoners Yvho have made
no secret of their guilt andTyet bitterly
agzrieved over their conviction, .they fetl that they
have put up & good defence and deserve to get off.
Tor them a commonsense verdict is not ‘playing the
geme'. Vheye they have fallen into social disrevute
these people are genuinely indignent, make no effort
to rehabilitate themselves and justify themselves
into an increasingly snti-social attitude.

Unless social sanctions are immediate and well-
enforced, the moral im'be'c’zile can see no reason for
gelf -denial. In like ‘circumstances the normal

individual conforms without geeking tny reason, without

indeed/
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inde=d reflecting whether social exactions are
Justified by social necessities. The gravity of crime
is intuitively, not intellectually, agsessed as 1is
spnarent from a conglideration of recent conditions in
Ireland. It has been accepted in our culture that
erimesaiming at a change of government are less
heinous than gimilar crimes g¥&tifying the selfish
desires of individuals.. But in Ireland there was
endless#onfusion end disagreement as to whether

gecret murder was or was not merely such a "volitical'
crime. No clear distinction seems to have been drawn
by either of the contestants between acts subversive
of a particular and alien political au&hority}and acts
gubversive of all social 1life. Even the lawyers and
the journalists felt rather than thought about it,
that is to say their apovraciation of the social
significance of the act was purely intuitive.

If then deliberate, professional judgments of social
conduct sre not intellectual what is the sense of
pretending that individuals cshape and control th;%r
own conduct by an understanding of eonsequences.

It is interesting to note that the early
Norse settlers of Iceland recognised the
gpecial gravity of an snavowed
manshauggiar (Z;ga af Burnt Njal) If the
killer svowed the deed he had to reckon
merely with the blood feud and was not
desvigsed. If he did not declare himself
he was & murderer - an offender against

public



Public security
We see then that réason - the apuoreciation of
radx'eal

é&s@éeul&r consequences - does not play a great part
either in prescribing or enforcing social conduct .
If then the OTHER FACTOR - whatever it may be -
is deficient or disturbed, then intelligence will have
a task imposed upon it to which it is not normally
adapted. We mast reject then +he argument that a
wrong-doer must either be intellectually deficient or
elge & normal man whose plans have miscarried.
Theoretically then it is possible that a'defect
in the social disposition will lead an individual into
wrong -doing even though there is no defect in his
intelligence.

Bearing this conclusion in mind we may vroceed
to examine whether there is a definite group of cases
characterised by primary moral defect, and if so
whether such defeet is congenital. Wg will not
exnect to find such a group clearly and sharvly
def ined. The conflict of opninion regarding ite
existence would have warned us against such an
aniicipation, apart altogether from.the considerations
previously adduced showing hOW'morai and intellectaul
defect tend to implicate each other and to be confused

by/
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by examination methods. We must nevertheless see
how far it is possible to discover a clinical entity
corresvonding to the concevtion of moral imbecility.

We msut begin by ruling out the following groups
of cases which bear a suverficial resgemblance to moral
inrecility.

I. Thogse who are vrimarily and substantially
defective or dimordered in intellect, so that their

understanding of their actions or of the complex
gocisl situation and exigences to which they must
adapt, is seriously imvaired. Any mental defect
implies inefficiency and some consequent vrivation
in life, hence svecial temptations to 1llicit
grati_fication where normel satisfaction and even
necegsities are hardly stfainsble. We must
therefore distinguish from moral imbeciles

the large heterogeneous group of defective
delinquents , the shiftless, the vagabonds, the
catspaws, the sconomically inefficient.

II. Post-psychotic deteriorations, abortive
dementis praecox fodm an important group which
may have important etiological relatlons with

moral imbecility,fﬁey ghould , however , be
| tenatiirely excluded until we determine wl}ether

morsl sbnormality exists in more svecific form,

fl.e./
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i.e. without general affective deterioration.
I1I. It is conceivable ‘that a _morally norﬁal
person might becoms s habi;ua eriminal

through lack o'a%{“ren h and stability of
general character o to rehabilitate himself
socially. I would regard such cases as moral
deteriorations consequent upon a disruption of

| gsocial relations. '

IV. We must slso exclude "gengsters" and bred
oriminals who do possess social sehtiments of a
sort. These differ frbm moral imbeciles in being
loyal members, good citizens(!) of their own
little predstory communities. They are 'not
a-gocial and defend the anti-socisl activities of
their group. The frﬁnkly criminal gang spirit
does not in Great Britain reach quite the same
corvorste and explicit development as in Italy,
Ireland, America or China, though clessg anti-
social activities are common enough. For really
good examples of a criminsl tradition we must
go to thé ‘criminal tribes of Indi=s, thoggh a9
minor factors in crime the criminal family and
grouyp do play g part in this country also. The

criminal 'bhen may only be rela’r ively a-gocial,

V. Again/
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a8 antipathy to certain specific institutions),

is and end in itself, conséious and deliberate,
and not merely evinced as gelf -indulgence and
grudges against those who punish it. Such

- Individuels indeed may be ascetie. Though some
cases classed es morsl imbeciles may be
genetically related o this grouv, I think the
latter are vurely psycho.gethic. A radical
antegonism fastening upon certain forms or
ingtitutions of society does not imply the
ahsence of any social ravnort; on the contrary
it imnlies its presence in a negative or
distorted form. It might be regarded as a morsl
insanity but not as imbeeility.

Having defined this group by exclusion, following
ag far as possible current opinion, we must consider its
contents. We find a variety of casss described as

moral imbeciles,,ig order to classify these we must
distinguish four groups. (Neasrly identical with
Tredgold's)"

I. Mischievous, antagonistic, actively, intention-
ally anti-social individuals. | |

II. Ingensitive, selfish, a-soclel cases.

III. Facile/
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III, Facile ,cases who resvond to thé suggesfion
of the moment, who know right from wrong and who are
- even capable 6f kindly and generous feeling. Thelr
gentiments either are not aroused in the moment of
tempbation or if they are, are unsble to control
conduct. _

IV, "E;élgsives" whose intelligence and social -
nature are even better developed than in tﬁe above, "
but who, under' the influence of paéaion, lose all

~ control of themselves. They are more d-ynami¢ than class
III. but are like these in their instability.

In regard to the first group, any cases of repeated
"melicious mfgschief” I have seen, have either been
grogsly defective in other ways, or have develomed
a very definite anti-social grudge in resmonse to
punishment and hardship. Tire raising and other
svectacular forms of destruction, are of course Vvery
sttractive to the defective mind. Here however, the ;
motive is not to do harm to others but gimoly the desire
for & certain sensuous enjoyment. It does not indicate

any speclal affective attitude to fellow—beings.
Such a case I would describe as heving perverse or
perhaps obsessive degires which he does not control,
since his genersl defect has @r.evented him acquiring

the necessary moral knowledge and gentiments. He is

merely/
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merely a delinquent 'defective/not,a moral imbécile.
His intellectual defect is primary, his distructiveness
has no anti-social motive. On the other hand cruslty
and malice indicate plainly =n abnormality centering
in affective relationshins to fellows. VWhether this
cruelty has the object of anhancing the feeling of

power, or whether it is of directly sadistic motivation,

/
in either case it depemds uvon an affective bond a2nd
implies the existence of gome appreciatibn, however
abnormal, of the feelings of others. Theselcases should
" be included in our group though it is difficult to draw
the line between them and other cases where infellectual
defect is orimary. Their relation to the neurotie
anti-gocial group will be noticed.

II. The inseﬁéitive grouv includes a number of
highly intelligentvbut‘utﬁerly vnseruvlous individuals/
the moral defectives prover- These veople kmow
well the difference between right and wrong and the
groper apvlication of these terms; they are keenly
aware of the consequences of detection in wrong-doing
and mﬁy show great ability in avoiding it. They are not
erusl or hostile, nor proud and revemgeful, they are
not to begin with, anxious to do herm, they are selfish
no¥ gelf wentred. (&he gelf -centred may be constantly

pRo -occupied with social judgments and standards as

applied/._
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applied to himself - troubled about what other '
peovle are thinking or might think about hiﬁ), Self -
consciougness is the reaction of a highly socialised
 disposition. The selfishness of these cases is
naive, unreflective like that of 2 child., they regard
others either as comvetitors or as tools.

By the time they are adult these insensitives
have mostly léarnt the importance of kesning within
the law. They may even be =2live to the value of a
good. revutation, their indifference fo the rights and
feelings of others need not therefore be so
" flagrantly shown ag to interfere with their economie
efficiency. TUp tp a voint they may be good business
men and take kindly to the rules of commercial
morality, but they carry their shapp vractice too
far, they have not the intuvitive caution of their
fallows, they never know whers to stop and'sooner or
latef they'tdke risks with the law, with publiec oninion,
or with their customers or friends, which are out of
211 proportion to vossible gaing. Their defect also
shows itself in tactlessness, they make enemies
needlessly and do not get the best work out of
subordinates and those with whom they have dealings.
This nullifies the advantage of =2n oftén striking

menner and versonality, which is dus to a lack of

deference for others and of self -consciousness. The

over/
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over -valustion of self charactsristicd of thess cases
is imworesgive, they are brazen and convineing liars,
act a part very well, and can study an intended
vietim very shrewdly;being well aware of the effect

of apveals to the lower nature and unashsmed to make
them. All these snd other characteristics make up |
a personality that is often very striking in its

wey and which is the true reason for the fréquently
amezing success of their frauds.

No clear line can be drawm between this clasé
and -the normal, their imwerfsct awireciation of soecial
conditions and their recklessness - ag it avnears to
ordinary men - may be foolish, yet no tests or
interrogations can establish a definite intelligence
defect. They are accordingly subjected to venal
discivline until the obvious failure of this method,
ﬁnd verhans secondary deterioration dué_to
imprisonment , finelly ednvinces the authorities
that they are dealing with abnormal individuals.

III. The characteristic defsct of thesgroun or

faéile cases ig instability and lack of continuity,
Their ideals and sentiments exvend themselves in
Tesling, in relation that is to say to the mental life
rather than to behaviour. They alternately reform

and relapse, they go on turning over new leaves

with enthusiaeh and the best intentioms to the end of
the/ A | !



72

the book. By calling them weak characters we
indicate our intuitive verception of a moral defect -
a defect of integration of the sentiments into
personality)without which synthesis 1life ig lived ag a
succession of imvulsive reactions rather than as a
coherent whole. |

IV. The exvlosives have the charscteristie
veculiarity that as soon as any vassion reaches =z
certain intensity;itkapnears to increase auto-
matically discharging itself in a naroxysm during
which the rest of the pversgonality seems in abeyance.
The whole organism, body &nd mind, is dominated by
theemotion of the moment. No other stimulus is felt /
'no inhibiting or indifferent thought can reach
congciousness. At ordinary times such cases apvesr
not only to have normal sentiments but even to have
good self —wcontrol. Ag soon as the limit of the latter
is pagsed however, it manishes utterly and does not
re-appear at all until the storm has svent itself.
The impression conveyed by such cases is that of an
8Xcessive smotivity. The normal tendency for any
active emotion to become dominant is here quite
'uncheckedland the emotion seems to increase in a

sort of vicious circle, the active emotion anvears

to inhibit all the others. I gse= no reason to supmome

that /



that the emotions are stronger than normal as some
writers insist. It is the integration that is
defective allowing each emotion unchecked and maximsl
exXvression.

These four grouvs togsther present a very
heterogeneous assortment of ecases. It is ndt eagy to
find in them any comwon conecrete psychological
character, while the differences they cover are
vrofound. Of supreme imvortance, at any rate for our
present enquiry,is the question of the nature and
gtrength of the affective attitude to fellow-men. In
the firgt grouv this ravmort is veriable and disordered,

in the gecond it is weak, in the other two it is not

markedly sbnormal, but defectiva integratioréf

versonality or an unregulated emot;onal mechanism

vreventg it controlling conduct. The most striking

differenne ig that betweesn the grouv of cases

(II) in which the socisl disposition is wesk, or
ingufficiently devsloved, and the other three grouvs
in which it is ververted or thwarted in some way.

This differencs strongly sugsests a radical difference
in etiology or pathogehesis. Thege four groups however
are only descriptive, they are not even empirically
well defined and have no claim to be regarded as

vsycho -pathological entities. Since our purvose is to

discover/



dicsccver to vhat extent defect or disease can selectivaly
affect the social disposition (i.e. without a genreral
mental abnormality) we must push our analysis and definition
further, even at the expense of further limiting the
anplication of the cbnception of moral psycho-pathy.v.A

e heve already noticed that cruelty and melice actually
vouch for the presence of a special social rapport, though
perverse,., The bully’cra#es s sort of admiration, the sadist
aprreciates the feelings of his vietim, they have a form
at any rate of organic sympathy. It is probably perinissible
to regard the Tformer as a secondary perversion, or even as in
some cases, a réaction to a sense of inferiority or a
resentment of punishment and privation not comprehended and
acquiesced in. The class of moral psycho-path characterised
by these cruel and malicious reactions 1s therefore probably’
not pathologically distinet though socially cons?icuous.
e will accordingly devote.no further attention to it as a
class, and in the same way we will assume that the exnlosive
type has no fundamental defect or disordér of his moral
sentiments snd feelings, but that his abnormal tendency

to an all or nothing, one way, discharge of emotion (and
consequently to 1ts crude physical expression) is the

consequence of a faulty*or psychical make up.

It is a commonplace that there is & normal tendency
FLA E3p.
P ga . A

for every instinct to inhibit all activities 1irr

to/
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irrelsvant to its purpose, and to mske use of all
the resources of the organism until its ends have
been achieved. The emotion of an instinbt, by
flooding the mind holds up mental activities which
might compete or criticise. Homologous with this
“all or nothing“;eactioh for the organism as g whdle/
we find in the intellectual sbhere the dominancs of
one interest in attention. Mental concentration
however , is wholly good,, for thought wnrocesses
are merely exverimental, i.e., they do not commit the
organism to irrevocable action and to the exvnenditure
of much energy, but work out ideal vlans of action of
which one alternative is chogen for reslisation. In
the course of develovment we find mental rocesges
'taking over! to a certain extent from the primitive
‘organic reaction, and in this way bringing the
interest -emotion of the moment into relat ion with
\othef intereéts. The feelings and desires evoked
by the gtate of the organism and its environmentsl
oprortunities are then less dominant , they are
integrated into life-purmoses and ragulate behaviour
'on a longer view. This integration,though achieved
under social @ireﬂtibn’does not apvear to me to be
simply a function of the social disvosition. Failure

of affective integration is not therefore synonymous

with/



with failure of the social rapvort or moral
imbecility. Tentatively therefore I exclude this
group from that*of moral imbsciles, though the
pathogenesis of the condition must be related

and though the explosives and the faciles are both
eggentially unstable,

Qur gearch for an abnormality limited to the
gsocial gentiments is now narrowed down to grouvs II_
and III, the a-social and the facile. If a gvecific
moral defect or disorder exists, we should find 1t
hefe. Theoretically . and in well-marked instances,
the distinction between these grouves is fairly
definite. In the first the social sentiments are
imperfectly develoved, iﬁ the second they apvear
ineffdctively articulated with every-day life; actually
however we cannot ré€gard the latter as having hormsl
gocial sentiments , and cases exist R?yfor examvle,
which really belong to the first group and which
seém nevertheléss to have genuine religlous feeling.
The analysis of clincial data should however be
vogtponed until after a considgration of the

social répport as manifested in mob behaviour.

U) Sae [Alotaing faper
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TWo CASES ILLUSTRATING THE CONCEPTION

of
MORAL IMBECILITY

Cagse I. R. is of working-class marentage. FHis father is

said to have taken alcohol butthere is no evidence of

excess. He is one of the younger onssg in a family of 14

of whom 3 died young and 3 in adult life. The remaining

members of the family are 211 married or working and

have no vaycho-pathiec history. R. himself wasg not very

robust but was intelligent and ambitious, he had a good

school record but had to leave at 14 to earn his living.

After 2 ghort service as a shop-boy he became 2 col-

vorteur and later - nrobably by the agsistancs of friends,

he manéged to nut in a certain amount of training at a
University studying for the ministry. He was apvointed

| a collector and organiser for Church charities (?) this

‘brought him into touch with the "good snd the great"

and in a ghort time he obtained an apvointment as a

gort of lay assistant missionary.

Prior to this time we have no record of wrong-
doing. He now however attemtped to combine the vursuit
of material interest with the Church work he wrofessed
and wes peid for. He retailed tea as a soet of side-
line, thbugh; having no shop he seems to have relied at

first uoon versonal interviews with the mewbers of the

congregation to do business. He soon became more
enteroriging/
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entervrising 2nd car~ied on trade by most. Hs
recognised the necessity for advertisement and also
showed his intelligence by circulating a leaflet and
by issuing numbered coupons with his wares. In
¢onnection with these thefe was a regular "drawing"

- money »rizes - and the names ofﬁwinners were
advertised. There is no evidence that he did not run
this lottery fairly (even though it was illegal),

but one might conjecture that the distribution of
prizes was such as to increase business. Then came
rumours about the condition of a 1d4dy in the neigh-
hourhood , and the Church, fearing worse scandal, decided
to dispenée with hisg gervices. He was told that he

was 2 whole-time emvloyee and was exvected to be this
or Besign.‘bR.-was loath to lose the wrestige of his
semi-ecclesiastical status and determined not to give
up the vrosvects held out by his growing tea business.
He met the difficulty in a bold and adrolt menner which
showed st once his originality and ability to influence
others. He seceded from the Church and set up a
congregation of hisr own. I am convinced that the
pleasure of preaching and the dignity of "heing a
minister" were quiﬁe as dezr to him as the "credit?
it gage him in his business transactlons.

These seem to have been going to his satisfaction

when/
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when his wife,(the lady referred to above) had a baby
untimeously. R. bolted and disanveared. TWhether
this p2nic was due to 2 correct estimate of nublic
ovinion in 2 Scottish Parish'or to a wholly unfounded
and. unreasanable dread of meterial ovunishment, I eannot
g2y. I should not fe2l inclined to eredit the man with
the grace to be sghamed of ;nything, while I know
that he Was now a very shrewd understanding of the
limitations of the law. Whatever the cause of his -
flight/he recovered his confidence almost immediately
and reavveared with a plan of camvaign. He igsued the
circular apvended at the end of this article to all
his congregation.

Note first thé suvooged "medi;al nertificate™
If I dared to vpublish it in eXtense@ its suuriousness
would be obvious to every medical man. It purvorted
to be signed by a2 highly resvected loecal physician
who would have had 2 fit if he could have se:n the
Mqualifications" apvended to his name. Note aiso
the alayse 2bout bringing the circular to gerve

as a ticket of admission. By this ruse he recovered

om
all but three of these compﬁising documents. Inde=d

od
the wonder is that any remsin extant if it involved
‘their possessof@ abgence from the meeting. EHere again if

he does not show a real apvreciation for the feslings

and ideals/:



{5}

and ideals of others, at lesst has hse a practical

Al

acquantance with some asvects of human nature and the
ability to turn this to ac~ount. At any rate he actually
mereged to ovreserve a following.

He next avvears ag the chamvion of the oporessed
in the law courts/ and by his acuteness and snergy wins
a large inheritance for two of his "adherentg". These
0ld ladies, fram gratitude (though other’ reasoﬁs are also |
hinted at) take R. and his wife to live with them.
R. is now a cadtalist and does business as & money-
lender ; He 2180 begins to drink and is known to be
sexually immoral. Eis wife divorces him. He marries
again and has children but treats his second wife very
badly. Frisnds rally, however) round and a very eminent
person is interested, K. once more gets into the thick
of religious and humanitarian movements and even seems
to have besn worthy of his hire. |

hatever the reason/R. we.s now wramoted so
ratﬁidly from one job to another that he had no time
to show his incomvetence oOT to make any vlace too hot
t0 hold him - until he zot to the wvery top of this
particular tree. There his way of enjoying the fruits
and of carrylng out the duties of his office led to his

" gummary dismissal in nine months. The job was one

requtring not only intelligence and orgenising vower,
ability to -inf luence others and some knowledgs of the

m:n,'lﬂ/
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Wdrld,-QR. had these.- it reguired 2lso diligence and
a sincere interest in the work, a »personslity which
would stand the scrutiny of really intelligent'men,

and above all an_understanding of the real functions and
mechanisms of social 1life. In these he was grossly
defective,

Eight months after dismiss=l he is known to have
obtained drink and money on false vretences and to have
evaded vayment of an hotel debt. Almost immediately

' a

‘Well—to,-do men to whom

he represented himself as a high official -in the

after thjs he got in touch with

Ministry of Munitions. Hs nrofessed a great interest
in the caresr of this gentleman's son and vosed as able
and willing to procure him good emvloyment (this was

g "lay" he had worked before), Lateg,being as he said,
short of ready cash, he borrowed twenty-five pounds
without giving a Teceipt.

Thre= days afterwards he called again on this
gentleﬁan and borrowed another fifty pounds on the
strength of the same "patter." This time however ,
R.'apbeérs to have felt that some formalities were
necessary, so he wrote out a.cheque on 2 viecs of

paper. This cheque wes drawn on Cox's bank, London

and/
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ard R. drew the recipient's attention to the magic
letters M/M (Ministry of lumitions) after his signature.
In recognition of this obligation in the matter of he
loan, and in token of his interest in the lender's son,
R. drew the cheque for a hundred pounds, the extra -
twenty fiwe pounds being a "present" for the young man.
Whether E. falt that he had been too generous in this
or whether he blamed himself for neglecting golden
opportunities, he xfras back again at his wvietim the
nert day. This time he swopved cheques for twenty
flve né’mmd.s/R. cashed what he held at once before his
owne® "London" cheques could be collected, and when
in due course the latter were dishonoured, (arawer
not idemtified") amnd the mari t o whom he owed a hundred
pounds came round to gsee him about it, E. met him in
the friendliest manner. He certainly ‘mane.ged to
reagsure his victim as to his bona-fides, and to turn
the conversation to the young man's progvects. R.
made definite offers but r.équired in turn cei‘tain
signed particixlars. In this way he got his man to sign
_ acress two stamps on a blank sheet of paper, the details
as R. said could be filled in when he had more time.

So far as this story has gone, the intellectual
defect , if any, seems +o have besn on the sideé

of the honest vopulation. R. now however , seems to have

over <looked the possibility that his vietim's trustful-

ness/
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trustfulness and tolerance might not last after his
own soothing glamour had been withdrawn. Perhaps he
relied on the stammed receivt; in a2ny case he took
no vrecautions to cover his tracks and mefely moved
into the next varish before gettling down to drink
his plunder. There he wms arrested almogt immediately
in 2n extremely zlcoholic condition with fifty wvounds
st111 on him. |
A few days after arrest he smashed uo hig cell and
was then lodged in a lunatic asylum because of his
scute excitement , not because any susvicion of a
permenent abnormality had been arroused. Even two
months later on avvearing before Court‘he is recorded to
have behaved in an insane faghion. His condition was:
gaid to have been one of mania or deliriwm tremens or
general pafalysis, and Dr. Watson, now of the Board of
_ - Ae sas
Control, who saw him shortly afterwards,renorts thatV he
would be slive at the end of a thousand years. He was
terrified of the hangman, of = wild beast at his heart
about to suck his blood, and was restless and
emotional. This quickly’cleared up, however , and he
became his normal self. There can be no douby that
alcohol played an important vart in this vgychotic

epigode, though it 1s.g9ted far too long to be diagnosed

Delirium/
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‘Delirium Tremens., Quite pos=ibly arrest and imprison-
ment may have had something to d o with this acute
confusional condit ion.

 As an inmste of the C.L.D. (Criminal Lunatic
Department) detained during E.il.?. he guickly
and accurately grasped the situation and, while making
the best of it for the sake of the present comfort,
at once began to shapethe most comprehensive pléns to
get out, and once again to get into "a wvosition of
trust and responsibility mot overworked but with
adequate rsmuneration." He "had buried the pagt"
and it"shamed and grieved" him so much that he "eould
never again refer to it". EHaving "repented on‘his
knees and made his peace with Christ", he did no¥ see
why his fellow mortals should be less forgiving. In
orde: that he d&uld understand the public voint of view
and not acquire an anti-social grudge, I vointed out
that his detention here was not retributive for the
past but precaubionary for the future - in fact that
the public had a practical interest in the matter and
could not afford to fdrgive too lightly.

His religiosity disgusted most veoples, who thought

him a cantihg hypoerite. Though it wae impossible for
his intimates to doubt the spurious nature of his piety ,

yet for my own part I am convinced that he did

experience/ . -
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experience, and intensely enjoy, the religious emot ions.
| The gentimental good-nature, the exvansive fe~-lings ,
bf benevolence, the generous ~nd lofty intentions that
most pedple experience only Tﬁs special circumstances
or under the influence of alcohol, this men could
evoke, one might almost say at will. UNot merely a
deliberate, fraudulen't mimi@ry of the expression

of emotion, but the thing itself was at his call. He
reslly took pleasure in sentimentslising and in pious
talk, it cost him no effort to keev it up, and it was
not a vose of which he tired or out of which he could
he surprised. He was a real - actor, not a simula'tor,
and it was this that caused a difference of ovinion
about his claracter. He was, however , a phenomenal
lisr , knew very well the advantage of religious and
moral pretemsions, and had no seruplé about
deliberately turning them to account. The sincerity
I sttribute to him amounts merely to this, - a sincere
hope for a2 hapny life after death, a genuine vleasure
in emotional religious exercises, and perhaps a real
interest in the sveculative metanhysics called
Theology. He also (and this is imvortant ) apveared
to ;ra.lue his status a8 & professed christian because of
‘the comvany with which it identified him; it was a sort
of class pride, much é‘s "seing a sportsman" or "being
a gentleman" is - it gave him a sense of dignity.

(he did not however act as if it laid him under any
obligatioh/
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obligation. ’

Not but that he was prepared to lay his niety
aside temporarily now and then, in order to be "all
things to all men". My own recevtive attiiude towards'
him, neither critical nor comrmendatory, vuzzled him.
He could not quite vlace my detached int;rest. t Times
I could see he suspected me of being a wbrldling/
perhaps even a scoffer, although in point of fact no
other competent obseyver really credited him with so
much sincerity as I did. He showed a broadminded
desire to adapt himself to whatever might be my
attitude in these matters, and from time to time, he
exverimented in the role of "man of the world". Find-
ing that even this could not draw me - did not produce
any favourable or unfavourable resvonge from which he
could learn my "personal" attitude, he gave it up. These
manoeuvers however comvelled him ever afterwards to
discugs his ambitions etc. more frankly with me. Whether
he f2lt that not having besn "choked off" to begin with,
he might safely show an interest in his own material _
prospects, or whether he felt the necessity of maihfiain- 4
ing for the sake of consistency, the broad-minded and
practical attitude he had once adopted, at anyrate he
'never again camouflaged himself quite:gomvletely behind
moralisations. Not that he gave up the endeavour to

sixe me up, but he never again risked allbwing me to

— think[. ' -
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The ihtelligence here displayed might be stigmatised
as cunning so as to imoly that the case shows =2 defeet
in the cognitive function and is not a true examvle of
"moral imbecility". To my mind this would be to use a
word of uncertain meaning - cunbing - to convey a false
impression. Cunning is no other than intelligsnce used
in the pursuit of narrow, ghortsighted or unworthy
vurvoses, or directed against fellow citizens; just
ag wisdom means intelligence with goodFense , breadth of
outlook and socially comrmendable. A man with_suf?ioient
cunning cannot be claimed 2s intellectually defactive. Im
my ovinion tlis man showed no intellectual defect which
could account for his moral lapses. On the contrary there
ig evidence that his ébility to think and to express

his thought has steadily imvroved during hig adult lifé,

in svite of alecoholism. Ee now writes an excellent 1etter/
not merely well exvwressed but well arranged, so that his
topics are dealt with systematically. He neglects ho
conceivable gource of helv in his present predicament.

He hurbles and reconciles himself to his relations,

makes intere&t"with half a dozen vhilanthrovic and evangel-
~ical agencies, moulda his conduct so as to seéure the

favour of the vprison authorities, and at the same time

corrésponding with his lawyer with a view to commouhding

with/
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with the compl-inant so as to have the charge withdrawn.
To a lawyer this last scheme might seem stupid, but it must
be remembered that R. has had no experience of criminal
law. Also as he is untried (insane in bar of trial)
it is gquite natural for him to imagine that restitution
and the apreasing of the »laintiff will at least weaken
the prosecutionk- in point of fact it would tend to have
thig effect in a Jjury trial. Again when I nointed out
to him the futility of this course as a legal procedure,
he at once grasped the situstion and concentrated all
hig efforts on other vlans. Churches, Freemasons,
Sslvation Army, Prisoners Aid Societies and other social
and charitable agencies, and various influsntial veople
with whom he had come infto contact, were all convasgsed
and considered with a view to their vossible —useful -
negs in secur ing liberation and employment for himself.
When finally he knew that he was to bé liberated
his schive mind at once attacked the new sktuation,

None of his materiel interests wers overlooked, from a

'~ gpare coller-stud upwards. Teeth were put in order,

eyeglasses were obtained, D.P.A.3. was laid under
contribution for collars, handkerchiefs, etc. and his
- friends and relations were touched for small presents

in kind or sgpecie. New toothbrush and vowder,
svare elastic bandage - his outfit though meagre wa.s

considered/
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considered asg carefully and systematically as if he were
going to the South Pole. He could say with perfect
Justice that he had no prosvect of besing able to renlace
i1t, that he could not afford to naglect any chances.

At the same time I think 2 normsl men who was being
1iberated ostensibly and vrofessedly that he might.
morally rehabilitate himself, would have been 2 littls
shy of showing quite such enthusiasm and lovihg care
over his kit.

This typieal indifference to the imvression his

conduct might make uvon others will be referred to agein,
Before liberatiod he fresly questioned the motives of

the Society that was going to take over the regvensivility
of looking after him. He suspected them of the intention
of exploiting him and he tried very hard to arramge fixed
terms with a definite veriod of vrobation. Asg the
Society agreed to accevt the responsibility as gusrdiasns
and employers only at his earnest and imvortunste
entreaties, he not only shows himself unressonable

but again betrays his disregard for, or incanacity to
apovreciate, the niceties of social feeling - whht is
sometimes called "common decency". No sooner wers
the'arrangements made for conditional liberation than he
wag engqutring and scheming sbout the removal of all

conditions. The influsntial friends he could get at, the

Societies whose good offices he could enlist for emnloy-

ment , ete. the 0ld/
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0ld game of intrigue was on foot again. Even after
he was out he was "touching" his friends for money, etc.
writing the Prison Commissioners and the Medical
Superintendent compla ining of the condition of his
kit, etc. and trying to fasten upon them the
Tesponsibility for the loss of his baggage which had
gone amissing during his drunken spree vrior to arrest.
Every effort had been made to recover this and he hagd
professed himself satisfied that no more could be done.
Avparently he actually rsckoned that his leﬁter to
the Commissioners would procure him symvathy and verhaps
a little cash or a lightening of'conditions. Yet
it contained deveral demonsteable mig-statements in
to which he must have supvosed no enquiry would be made.
Another tyvical sct was to "raise the wind" by ™mwiting
up" his p'r.isc.m experiences. This hag not been admitted
by him nor by the editor of the weskly Sewer , but it
morally certain that R. was the correspondent.

And all this time his real, rational objective
is unconditional liberation. He knows it and 'mows
too that it devends upon the judgment of men who are
obséfving these actions. He neglects no paing to
secure their favouraﬁle ovinion of him - his overt
| actions/and nerticularly his prcfessiongare laboriously

Saintly. Yet he gpoils the whole effect through failure

to apureciate the imvortance of so-called "intuitive"

or/
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or "sympathetic" judgments of character. He takes the
game trouble to present a uniform attitude towardé
~things before me, though there is some difficulty

in synthetising 2 broad-minded and vractical "msn of

the world" point of view with extreme =nd even extravagant
plety. Still such characters do exist, blamelsss them-
selves yet tolerant snd even humourous. Fis conscious
vose is consistent, not merely as a2 habit but by
deliverate intention. Yet he camnot ses the inconsistency
of his solicitude for all the trifles of hig personal
comforts Perhaps no one but = vpaychologist could perceive
it, bﬁt any normal man would feel it. Though there is

no logical inconsistency}and‘though there ig nothing
wrong in his attention tovpersonal interestg/yet it is

out of the part that he has set himself to vlay. Every-
where R. shows himself utterly lacking in tsct, he has a
certain knowledge of human nature which he cen turn to
account in dealing with his fellows, but the natural,
unstudied facility for gettinzg on, or remaining in harmony;
with them he has not. He is like a man laboriously svesk-
ing a foreign tongue, all the ideas, the nuances of
meanfng escave him and hd is in consequence quite

: [
ﬂnconv%?ing. His adag&ion to social life is an

inteliectunl/
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intellectual one, for him his f2llow beings are gbjects
whose reactions have to be laboriously calculated and who
require to be controlled by constant watehfulness and
dexterity. ¥Where he is inattentive, excited or out of
hig depths psychologically, his defect - his inability
to deal paturally with his fellows - becomes ebvious.

It is no wonder that at itimes he shows the most
startling clumsines~ in his social relations, s disregard
for, or ignorance of , the gonsequences of behaviour which
is not legally forbidden but prevented by custom.
Unconscious tradition intuitivsly recognises many details
of conduct and expressibn too subtle for the ordin&ry'nu;ul
to distinguish cognitively. Besides unwritten laws there
are unspoken conventions and manners which are learned with-
out ever being vut into words. These R. had not learned
and his emotional relation to his fellows ig now such that he
cannot learn them. This is his defect,and certainly it is
not dependent uvon any inability to think logically or
to understand and use highly abstract conceptions. He
cannot "put himself in another's place" and this is an
operation which requires not so much high intelligence as
sympathetic imggination, in which R. is totally lacking.

- In eonsequence he camot "see himself as others ses him"

and has ne feeling for the delicacies and niceties of

social/
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social intercourse. I do not refer to class mannsrisms,
Actﬁally his manners are superior, while the lower
clasges whose experience of the raW'facfs of life
induces in them a corresvonding bluntness of gpeech,
are in né way characterised by the insensif¥vemess

I have tried to describe. E. has the intelligence
not to be obtrusive in his'piety'to the extent of
annoying others, but he has not the flair to avoid
disgusting some bY his ostentation. He has no sense
of shame and once , when dstected by my predecessor
in a petty breach of trust, he lied magnificently:
finding this useless he waited some days and then
avologised - for the breach of trust.

With this goes naturally an utter lack df aelf -
consciousness , and it is larggly to this I fancy that he
owez his power of convincing others. Those who would
not be deceived by his plausible stories or dazzled by
his affected learning =nd semi-genuine piety, might
well be taken in by his assurance. It is noteworthy
that R.'s mental condition came in question only because
of an alcoholic psychosis, defent was never suspected.
o If we toke it that his abnormality consists
Primarily and essentially in a defective .social répport/

the question :of origin arises; whether it is germinal

or acquired, whether it is due to psychical agents.
This/ |
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This question can only ﬁe answered éfter full
consideration of the nature of this rapnort from all
vossible points of view.

| All that can be inferred from this case is that a
man of average, or more than avérage, intelligence

and power of attention who earnestly and cdnsistently
apnlies hig abilities to the taskﬂmaking an

impression on his fellows, may fail in his ourvose
because he is affectively out of harmony with them.
While he has 2 measure of suc-ess with strangers and
inferiors, he is utterly unconvinecing to intimates <
and equals who have no hesitation in calling him an arrant
humbug. I submit that the curious obtuseness dis-
vlayed by this man cannot be accounted as the

ignorance and stupldity of the congenital defective.

It is not facts, relations or logical consequences

that he over -looked, but merely the feelings and

point of view of othersl,their insight (even wher®
intellectually subnormal) into human motive and

their intulitive spwreciation of gincerity and
consistency. The suggestion is that R. is defective

in organic sympathy or the power of identifying

himself with othemsand se~ing himself and sesing things
with their eyes. Again I do not think that we exvlain
thé case by calling him a hyvoerite - apart altogether

from the f=ct ihat bypocrify on this scale itself
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begpeaks an .'abnormality of the social rapmort. R. 's
pose 1s certainly largely assumed ang ‘he svares no
care nor effect to make it convineing; but he svoils
his eoffects repeatedly, blindly, gratuitously,

in 2 way that a person of ordinary social sensibility
would not do. An accomvlished hypocrite, like Mr
‘Peclcsniff‘ habé;‘fua,lly exvnloits subtleties of exvression
to which R. -4intelligent - i8 totally blind.

R's defect, though certainly not defined by the datsa

here given, doeg show with gignificant consnicuousness

in his social reactions.




Cage II. N, was the youngest son, he was brought uv
by his grand-psrents snd, by his own admission, was
thoroughly spoiled though religious observances were
serupulously insisted on. He was neither "wild"
nor gsvecially studious, but apnea}s to have been a
normal youngster very keen on boating and fishing. He
had an average educstion but'laft school (against hisg
narent 's wishes) at the age of fourteen, "o éee’the
world and earn gome money". There is no evidence of
early delinquency, his companions were resvectable,
hig grand -parents were affectionate and gupvlied his
wants generously. He learned to exvress himself well,
to "know right from wrong" and could have had a2 trade
or a training if he had had the vatience to wait
for it.

He se=ms to have ~voided sex difficulties, to
have got through adolescence contentedly enough with
a minimum of informetion. Even now he 1is "refined",in
no way hyper -erotic, and though not prudish he never
formed the habit of obscene speech. There ig quite
probably an element of self-righteousness in his
coﬂtempt for his former Borstal comnznions, but his
remarks about their inability either to think or talk:
about other than sex matters and without garnishing
their language, are quite just and far too moderate to

be mere cent. His attitude is not g9 much one of

ﬁ:§~\_f_disgust/
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disgust and horror =8 of amused contompt. He regards
obsesnity as a stﬁpidity. '

This healthy, energetic, well-brought ﬁp youngster
gets home -sick within the ysar at his first job on
leaving 9chool. When hig emplo&er rafuses him leawve
and arrears of wages, M. deserts, stealing his emnlover's
bicycle "to get home on" and caps the matter by selling
the bicycle. Although he is only fiftesn he gets ten
days imprisonmert. Thersafter he worked for six months
then idled at home for five months and then went to
work ag=in. Almost immediately he injured his hand and
congequently was out of work for a week. He did not get
the compensation he wmnted and could not meet his
lodgings bill. As he outs it now " so agjgé defraud her
(his landlady) =2nd Bet jailed anyhow" he stole five
vounds from 2 work-mate. He actually used one pound to
pay his debt and banked the rest which was recovered
and rsturned to its owner.

His action in this situation is really very
extreordinary. He could have got the money by writing
home, for it, there is no evidence that his landlsdy
susvected his bona -fides or dunned or threatened him
in any way; his inability to nay was clearly accidental
and temporary;while the probsbilities of detection of

the theft avnear to have been very high indeed.

Altogether/
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Altogether thig was =2 very abnormal reaction and was
met by gixty days imvrisonment.

After thres months work and three months at homs,
he took a situation at which he was hard-worked but
which allowed him a certain amount of rabbit shooting
which he keanly enjoyed. He was now nesrly seventeen
wheh 2 middle -eged woman seduced him. This liason
was in no way of his sesking and he broke it off
immedistely in disgust and disillusiomment. (the facts
of the affair are faifly well ascertained snd the
details of hig story are of 2 character and consistence
that make £alsehood. very improbable. )

M. now gets "fed up" with the situation, breaks his
engagement,though by so doing he forfeits his wages,
and joins the army. He anmears to have been in a very
bad temver and to have had 2 strong grudge st gomething
for he threw his civilian kit into the sea. This kit
consigted of two good suits and was for him quite
valuable proverty; his vresent -day exvlanations of this
ect (which were only obtained under cross;examination)
are'obviously raﬁionaiisations; he "had no use for them"

- "no place to keep then", "never thought of sending

them home" and "did not like to sell them."

It must D@ noticed that in view of the charge

subsequently /
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subsequently brought againgt him this action will
bear a more siq%%}er internretation. He may have
been_getting rid of clothing that might helyn to
identify him. But the volice never %new or inquired
about this jettison and therec was no reason for him »
to tell me about it if it was meant to conceal guilt.
It ﬁas told inm context and with the exnressidnvof
grievence - bitterness against his smvloyer because
M. had lost his wnges and wag dissatisfied anyway.
Judging from his manner =snd exnressions, ete. I formed
a fairly confident owminion that this was a orimitive
reaction to a sense of injuryv. This self -hurting
reaction is common in naovole of low culture, Celts p.
varticularly =2nd chiddren, and of courss it greatly
reinforces the pleasing sense of injury.

' M. now joined the army and seems to have got along
very well for a few months. A scand=l however , came
to light in regard to a weak-minded 8irl and M. was

arrested on suspicion. He did not communicste with
his meople, had no agent, did not a2v»7ly for bail, but
the prosecuting suthorities satisfied themselves that
he wms innocent of the charge. I wes not allowed to
ses the precognitions but I am satisfied from his

account and from other circ:mstances that this is true.

He/
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He had, however, been in prigon nesrly thres months

and was discharged without a trial}and these circumstances
and the nature of the charge "turned 211 his folk against
him", With hi® accumul~ted »2y, however , he easily

found less varticular comvanions in town, got drunk

and had 2 serious accident. After recovery he still

found his situation intolerable =and after trying for

2. transfer he left the army,

In hisg next »lace M. met a girl whose people were '
-_resbectable and fairly well-to-do. He became very
intimate with her‘and it wms vractically arrangsd that
they were to get married’when his story came out. (ﬁe
gsays the local volice %told mthe father and thers is
no reason to doubt this), The girl did not change her
- mind and he ig still quite confident that she was
willing to elope with him as he intended, before her
Darents-could meke any effective 0pvosition; He hnad
at that time twenty vounds but reckoned that all that
would be needed for honey-moon exvenses. At anyrate
though he needed a rig-out he regolved not to trench
uvon canital and got what he wanted "on tiek". To
Procure this he found it necesssry to give his employer's
name and did so though he had no author ity for this,

He now appearé to have had an excellent opoortunity
to achieve his purpoée and celebrated his scmcess

by/
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by a drihk, and snother ones, etec. In a week's time,
he found himself without money, without a job,and
consequently without means to get married/ or to
.revay his dﬁeb’c,and conceal his illegal use of his

7]
emoplover 's name or even, sscape. Three month's

A
imprisonment followad. The abnorma li‘r:y of thisg reaction
consists'f in, that the clothes were not really
necassary, that he could have got them by writing hdme,
that there wag no such desperate hurry, that he did not
carry out his own plan.

On release Re fell in with a widow (middle-aged
Wi'blll o family) whom he had known formerly. He lived |
with her for a week and entertained her coplously -
| with liquor obtained by forging orders in the name of
s, former employer against whom he h=d a grudge. He
then cleared out and went to mest his sweetheart
whose attachment seems to have besn undiminished.

She gave him two pounds 2nd asked him if e were

going to go straight. She found = photogravh of

the lady he had just left holding one of her chilﬂven.v
Her jealousy was oulted by M. ex»la ining trat this

we.s a victure of his mother and himsz1f when 2 child.
Mo 1ull her susvicions he resumed relations with

her and menaked to perguade her he had come straight

from vrison. It was no time, however, +111 the

liquor/ -
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liquor fraud wms diswovered and tracsd to him and he
got five months imovrisonment. His first letter from
wrison was to hls swestheart asiking hef to wait for
him and when she 4id not (or was not allowed to)
reply, he wa.s bitterly agrieved. He could understand
that she must have discovered his untruthfulness and
infidelity, but this 4id not diminish his reséntmeﬁt.
His mind turned at once to the other lady, the widow
wﬁose good -nature he prdaéed, she certainly did not
neglect him ¢h his adversity. He remarked of her

"T esould love that womsn as my mother."

Almost imrediately after his release M. got into
trouble agein and he is now - at the age of twemty -
in orison for the sixth time (" frexd and false.
pretencés" gix months.) He is?;edium 4= height,
stoutly built , healthy and good -looking without any
ohysical abnormality whatever, Unaffected and
rafined in spesch, he exvresge§ himsgslf ,well, his

manners ars good, he has a quiet dignified bearing

with no trace of self—conécioushess or self -
asse;tiveness. Pleasant to talk to, sometimes witty
and even humourous, he never becomes "1bud“ or tries
to moke an impression. He neither truckles to

authority nor becomes familiar nor fastens his anti-

social/
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social grudge uvon hig custodisnsg. He hag 21l the
Csltic gentleness and oharm of mennsr, and generally
aveaking he has the "presence" of 8 man of culture.

M.'s intelligencs is not defective and this is
coﬁfirmed by two other obsnrvefs to whom I gvecially
referred.the matter , his information isg just what eould
have been exvected from his history and circuﬁsfances.
he perfectly apﬁreciates his vnogition and vrosvects.

Hig ethical knowledse and. judement are fully up to

the average. There is no emotional duylling, his
interesgts are fairly wide and lively. As regards

'his feeling for others he is in no way callous, though
not excessively sociable. He kesnly regrets the loss
of his "pals" in his regimenp,and apnarently got on
very well in this society. He has a strong attachment
to his grand father who is now =2 cripvle and to whom
he used to read. In geneial he shows a étrong craving
for affection and would, to judge from letters and
remarks, be demonstrative. His affection, however,
like an infanﬂ%, takes all and gives nothing. Avart
altogether frdm his reckless, imoulsive lawlessness,
his utter disregard for publi& oninion °nd the will
and well-being of the ¢ ammnity, he shows himself
extraordinarily unjust and ungenerous to his intimates,

He is apt to find a Brievance and prone to cling to
it/ '
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it - I mean beyond even what is commonly found in Ceits
and children. Hs speaks warmly and graﬁefully of any
kindness whown to him, yet paradomimally has no sense
of obligation. Thatuis uO say he has social emotlons
but no organised sentlments which can influ@nee conduct
and persist through change of modd. Yet his plan to
elope with his girl (when his story had "got out") was
not really a triumph of self-interest g%er regérd-for-
'others. When was he ever regardful of his own interests
and why if this was the dominant motive did it not
schieve its object? Certainly M. himself now puts the
worst construction on his intentions. "If I had once
got married to her they could ha&e done nothing" ~ "They”
being the parents-in-law, meddling policemen and a o
hostile environment generally, who would, had things
gone according to plan have been gatisfactorily bested.
To my mind ha doss not well f£ill the part of ruthless
fortune-hunter. |
Undoubtedly however he did sreat his girl very

badly, but the point is that it was for nb cdrresponding
gein to himself. Angry at not getting any reply to his
letter he now grumbles that she did not give him much

chance to pull himself together "after dnly two simrle
cherges." - "she was my ruination.® - I suggest that
she has learned all about his fqithlessness and how

ruthlassly he has treated her. He says "I am not one

of /
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) t.)lj'
of those sorrowful, pitﬁ’kind‘ I am sorry for no one
and no one is sorry for me," Again I say he has
nothing to reproach her with, 211 the ﬁrong—doing is
on his side; he has been a thoroughly "bad hat" to
her, He enswers; "She has been to me - wasting a
stamp and a letter." again I suggest that after his
last arrest she had found him out. He says: "When I
have forgiven her (for having a child» could éhe no
have forgiven me?" and apparently fails to appreciate
the significance of the fact that her liason came
before her acquaintance with Li. while his philandering
had been continuous up till now. He admits also
casting up her previous lapse to hetwhenever he was
drunk or angry.

If these responses and his explanations of his
acts pf dishonesty trufly represent his mentality; if
hie motives are not more social than this would
indicate, more cbnsistent with each other and with
his own interests; even if we consider that he is

unable to give trudly or falsely a more plausible

consistent account of his desires and intentions, we

must consider him an imbecile. Taken seriouslx,his
autoblograrvhy would indicate in his character a nalve
ruthless selfishness which unfits him for social life
and which 1is yef so wnintelligent that he does not

form/
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form purposes, forsee difficulties or shape his conduct
with eny consistence towerds an end. It would be easy

te diagnose in him gross intellectual and moral dej&hﬂ‘

on the strength of his own admissions and to infer that
social censure 1s not apprehended by him and merely
provokes in ﬁim sulkiness, defiance and malice and that
consequently segregation is the only way of dealing
with this case.

['s ridiculously unjust reproaches. against his
fiancée are not hg?%ver stated by him as fixed opinions.
In npaking them he &oﬁs not expfess the assurance that
comes from a sincere sense of injuyy (real or delusional),
There is no vehemefice of anger but rather a sulky,
buiter grumble which though directed against her,is
arparently inspired by a resentment at things in
general. It 1s very difficult and tedious to record
observations of the ghades of emotional expression.

The impression conveyed by tone, manner, etc., suggested
a very complex feeling reaction. A masochistie, self-
pitying satisfaction in the irretrievable breach with

his girl and the ruin of hi® own prospectss 51 attltude

of sour grapes; an assertion of his independence and

u
gelf-sufficlency as if to say I don't care what she

does/
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does and I let her see it ¥, all these and other
compatible interpretations of his sory are suggested
by his demeanour in recounting it.

Though‘he is never coarse nor loud nor really
boastful, I am satisfied that he has not presented
his conduct in an unduly favourable light but rather ’
the reverse. lillton is not unique in idealising
Lucifer/and the situation where the here misunderstands
and violently mpbraids the heroine has a very strong
and widespread fantasy appeal. This sado-masochistic
attitude and the splendid isolation ideal are con-
sistent with each other and with his childish nature
and Celtic temp@rament. They probably played a con-
siderable part in his bad conduct and certainly con-
trivute to his present attitude/for it is certain that
he is dwelling on his wrong-doing in the spirit of an |
lshmaeI‘ and that to some extent his account of his
motives and intentions and the blame he throws upon the
girl is rather a feflex of his presend mood than a

#rue index to his character, intelligence, and under-
standing of right and wrong. At most times he re-
cognises enthusiastically her kindness and generositxi

her loyalty and unsuspiciousness, and admits the

recklessness and stupidity of his own actlouns. Theugh

quite/
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guite frank and of rather an introspective hzbit of
mind/this boy has really very little insight into his
own motives. He is quite unable to suprly any ex-
nlanation for his erratic conduct. ‘I will not presume
to decide how far this may indicate a definitely
pathological (unconscious) motive as responsible for
his offences, or how far the unformed, volatile nature
of his mind makes it impossible for him to remember
and describe his experiences. Certainly this character -
the absence of fixed interests, purposes, sentiments
ete, - must also have the effect of rendering him
rarticularly subject to the influence of any sudden
impulse.

I am adducing this cape merely to show how gross
disorder in social reactions can occur in the absence
of rational motive, intsllectual defect or other
definite psycho-pathykand even in = person affectionate .
and otherwise well-disposed; even where none of the -
reputed causes of crime are present/psycho-pathic in-
heritance, deliguent compenionship, poverty and slum
life, parental neglect and alcoholism, vice, ill-health
ldleness or gambling - even in the absence of all these¢
traumata,development need not run on social lines. This
at least is certain that in this case affection for

others and pleasure in their society has never developed

into a sense of reciprocal obligatiog,nor has intelligence

énd/



Ly

and<self-interest been able ta supply its place. T
suggest the conclusion that it is possitle for the
development of the social rarrort to be arrested at
certain levels,

Appendix to case I. R's menifesto to his congregation
"My dear Brsthren,

Doubtless you'will be aware{of the present very
serious illness Qf irs 2. It is only my duty to my
Church and work which compels he to write this letter.

Mrs R. gave birth to a premature child last‘
Thursday. The child is dead and was buried a few days
later, in the presence of lir -~ -

On account of the illnes=s of my wife I was forced,.
to deny myself the pleasure of attending our 3aturday
night and 3abbath services, and this is the first
opportunity I have had of referring to above matter. I
am eager to meet you 2ll and state what I cannot here
write. In a word I desire to thank all who have ex-
tended to us on this trying occasion theur sympathy
and assistance. .

I am led to understand that others have misunderstood,
misjudged and said hard, cruel and unchristlike things
‘about the illress of lirs 2, With whom I have the utmost
- sympathy for, for had they the true facts of the case

before them, their opinion, I venture to sgy, would change,

1/
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I meke no cqmmeni, but invite the earnest wise and
prayerful consideration of the following certificate
from lirs R's liedical Adviser.
'T certify that lirs R. was delivered of a
premature child on the 27th inst., the child
is small and feeble and doubt#ul whether it
will live. MNre R., while standing upon a
chair cleaning or reaching for something,
fell to the floor, which I believe was the

cause of bringing on premature labour.

Later
From the appearance of the child when born,
~although it lived three days, nothing can
be brought against Iir R's moral or Christian
character in connection with the affair.

(Signed) X.Z. )
Physician and 3urgeonpy'

This matter will be dealt with fully on Thursday
night first at 8 p.m. in above Church and you are
specially invited to be present. (n entering, kindly
hend this letter over to the person in charge zt the
door, it =cts as your ticket of admission to meeting.

I purpose at this meeting, giving once and for all
an auihoritative statement regérding this matter. It
iS’expecfed that addresges will also be given T¥ the

Rev./
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neve Y.Y., Mr X.X.,, Mr Q.%., Register of Births snd
Deaths, ete.

Mr X.X. will preach on 3abbath forenoon and I
rrorose delivering a special sermon on 3azbbath
evening first, when I do trust all shall be in their
usual places at both diets of workhip. It is easier
to face the cannon's mouth than to expose onseelf to
the slings énd arrows of a2 scandal-loving and un-
comprehending public, therefore I ask all the Lord's
reople and friends on this occesion, to assist me with
their prayers.

Yours -sincerelyjiin Christ's service,
(3igned) R.

Minister "

R )



1l0

PRELININARY NOTE ON THE PATHOGENESIS OF MORAL IMBECIiITY

| Only the most tentative conclusions as to the ;tioi;é§
and pathology of moral imbecility can be offered it fhié-
stage., The indefiniteness of the condition, if 1nﬂ§§a i£
exists as a olinicsl entity, and the variety of form§ i%
may assume, suggests that several processes are at work
while we have already noticed how delioate and even trti-
ficial our distinctions of auh_grou;e has beeﬁ. Uhsatis-
factory as they are however, these data offer one ;vgnu;r_
to the understanding of the social diapositioh éf ﬁan, éﬁ&
the conclusions reached along this line can bq_oheokgd{by
those srrived at on other grounds; Our oonceptibn‘of'fpg
conditions moreover will probably be clarified by_t;p?elﬁm;
inary review of several popaible pathogenic machan;gpa;

The two most striking syndroﬁes 80 far noticed are

(ll the INSENSITIVENESS of & number of cases to the |
feelings opinions etc, of their fellows, and to the taboon
and other sanctions of the community., Case R, 15 an ex-
smple.

(2) the INSTABILITY OF TEMPERAMENT which does not seem
to be associated with (1), and which we have tentattvdxy
interpreted as a defective integration of the conative-

affective dispositions. This may either take the form

of s weakness of moral character ("facility®), of an occas-

or of a liability to morbid 'ltorns“
jon to the

ional '1myulsiveness'
of‘pusaion, nngontrollable and out of y;ogort

ostenaible cause.
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Tiis syndrome is not so definite as the first, and oopééqn;
éntly cannot be s0 well illustrated, In 1tz't:f%;us forﬁs
and grades however it is much commoner (ﬁaae 3,44 In all
probability we are dealing with a group of related oondit-
ions, )
Nothing 1s known of the pathogenesis of moral imbeoil-
ity. It iz (as usual) oconjectured that it, or thuy, may
be due to & germinal defioiancy, but ai the question ét
the germinal and unitary (instinctive) character of the
soclal disposition is one‘ef our main/oonoerns, ﬁllyevyill
not take 1t for granted. There is no evidence whatever
of the horitability of the various conditions deaoribed |
&8 moral imbecility, and on theoretical grounds the varidty
ﬁé@g of thea+ond1tiom and the highly indefinite end
abstract nature of the psychelogical abnormality involved,
makes it improbable that they are due to the absence of a
definite germinal determinant, |
We do know however that theys are, like crimin;lity_;g
general, commoner in the male sex, that they appear sarly
in 1ife - the impulsiveness and egotism of childheood never
being outgrown-, thatythey are not progressive oonditions,
and that there exists a popular impression that®regardless”
selfish, uncontrolled conduct like this, (with or without:
usru&sagn and feelings of injury snd injustice) is charac-
teristio of ohildren who &re rgpoilt’ or badly brought up.
From pgyohpannlytio 1nwent1gttions moreover we £ind reason

t0 believe that the ohildn future affective relttion to
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his fellows depends mainly upon the oharaeterl and hiatory
of his affective relationship to his parents md'oth;;
members of the family circle. We find mdced ("Boyond.
the Plea.me Principlo“l 0. .21 ) the statement "Somo
few regulu'ly recurring types are to be found &ecord.igg
to the way in which the typical love of thie period ns ’
brought to an end.” and we must &I least see what F:."end_.
has to tell us of character formation at early ages, IXN
reference to what has been seid e].aeirhere of Freud's 'b:lo.
logical interpretations, it should be noted _tha.tv h;‘ d.oeu
not regard tl;es’e arrests of develbpment aé wgaknegapé or
failures of the developmental impetus (i.e. as due to )
germinal d.efect) but as due in the ma.:l.n to unvise treat-
ment of ¢he child by his parents, who perhaps suffered in
the same way at the hands of the previous generation, -
Though Frend recognises that some children seem to have a
special tendency to tho FIXATIONS he describes, he rightly
confines, in praotica, blological interpretations (gerqa__i\p—
al and nnveriﬁﬁble) to the explanation of phenomezia for
which neither cause no? mechanism 1is de;'oemble in the
mdividma l1life history.

 As I understand it ,th§ Freudian conception of the
genesis of the social rapport may be conveniently formal-
ated as a series of adjustments, overlapping certainly,
but roughly in this order..

(1) The ohi1ds 11bidinel interests sre wt Zirst atiwohed
to, and gratified by, nis own bodily fnnctionso, The EGO-
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INSPINCTS are stated to be opposed to these 'but o,re not
d.e:tined or assigned any real psychologiocal ROI.E and are
funotionally indistinguishable f::mmblmted 11bidinal
interests,

{2) The first personal atvachment, to the mother, :I.e of
"thc nature of an identification, The mother becomes an
extended melf, | o
(3)The primitive,omnipotent, hedomistic §go - in &onﬁiof
_with reality - suffers limitations and is compelled to
recognise other selves.

(4) The 1ove for parents becomes objectified and ia.ealised.
(5) An "ideal” (aesthetically satisfying) Tnelf" 1711 con-
atrueted. after the imsge of the parents as the child seea
them. e

(6) Parents love is shared (at first under .cenfﬁlbibpl

with brethers and sisters, and , though reinforeed by
other components this common a.ttaohment (to the same

loved object) rm:l.nn an important bond of unien and the
;rchftype of all social ties,

(7) Leaders, rulgrs and other "parent” surrogatos tor
cheir ideal equivalents) mediate the farther sprea.d of
social recognition to all mm:bers of the community as
such, 80 that society is the affective homologue - m—

deed develops out of the family. -
In regard to the first two of these phases in the
social adaptation it seems to me that the psychoanalpsts
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conoédve the infant as, to begin with, engrossed with hilé’
own bodily funotions and si.tietl.otiona and as, l;ter,_ in-
cluding his mother in the oirole of his Mtereéta; '.f.'h;
phrase 'Identiﬁcation with the mother' seems to .'mnly
that ut an earlier stage in d.evelopnent there was presenf
j.n the infant mind some idea of 'self' and of 'mether’,
and that these two ideas vecome somehow united or synthes-
ised. As an intellectusl process this is very aﬁii&ﬁy
to understand, and it is sti1l more difficult to see whut
motive the ohild could have for carryiig out this myster-
ious process of mental ohﬁiatry. iaator' ma._eed., th'egﬁlr;e
begins teo feél the stress of competition ;tor he? itf;en_i;@g
he may appropriate her in a mawner so ocmjletogs' to i_g@rit
the term'identification'. But his attachment té her is
or nhould be, fully formed by then, so that TKIS (hter)
1dent1ﬁettio_n cannot be the origin and prototype of all
TRANSFERENCE. I confess I cannot see under what psyoh-
ologioa.l conditions and i.nnuenoes a narcissistic love |
could develop into an object love. The ¢éndency is a1l
the ofher way, and it is notorious how bad the prognosis
18 in states of isolation and self-absorption, It is
easy to displace & value from an objeot to the gratific-
ation it can glve, but very difficult to reverse thg pro-
cess. The reversal involves sscrificing immediate pleasur
for ultimute and contingent gain, and if the child can oem
end shortoirocuit his own interests,
for the ohild foregoing this

mand his own pleasures

what mo‘i:ive can there be
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easy and pleasant gelf-sufficieny to seek satisfaction
dependent upon an unsympathetic exvironment, Ei.ther‘ the
state of narcissism is not primery/ or the satisfectieﬁe
connected therewith are not so complete as the E‘reudieﬁ;
seem to imply, otherwise emergence from it is peyoheieé-
ically inexplicable, Iv seems to me therefore necessary
to reverse the order of the two stages, and to say rether
that the child has hever distinguished himself from his
mother. In the graiual diserimination of the NOT-SELF
from the SELF, the distinction between the mother and the
real self is the last to be drawm, the final stage in the ]
formation of the idea of self. The péint appears to me to

be of the very greatest importance,
Ideas are parts of experience integrated and d.istin-
gniehed by some special character or meaning, ;elativeiy
independent and holding attention by contrast with the ‘_
undifferentiated "matrix" of experience, The ;:emtj.env
of IDELS. and the appreciation of DISTINCTIONS are eing;le'-
mentary aspects of the same process, The child 1e_not :
generally regarded as being born with a etook of :goxpeﬁ
ideas and the distinctions they .'mrl.ya;‘ étﬂleaet there '
418 not any evidence of thete exista.noe/‘ we oannot conocRéve
how they could exist, and if we assume their existance 1t
is certain that we will be unable to discover how ‘they
sre formed, The conditions of the formation of the dis-
tinction between self and mother -of the d.e%n&fﬁn of

‘ —

these two ideas- must therefore be sought in hisY1life ,
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The childs earliest experience presumably { "a blooming
bunins confusion” James) is not definitely organised.
How does malysia of the nniverae begin?. In the ﬁrsf;
place certain sensation patterns will present themselves
repeatedly en blog, in 1dentioa1 form, and thus m.gos
(or objects) will take regular, deﬁn:lte form, Distinc-
ticna,oo.n therefore be arrived at on a purely OBJECTIVE
-kiu basis (1.0. not determined by mterest) but it ia

vory d.cubtm whether this mode of cognitive development
has much importance.,

A far more significant factor in the grgaiiafi;; o:f
experience is found in the instinctive reaetiqiﬁ 'L'zh»ei:;'_
kinsesthetic associations and in the utiaf;otiona thnt
follow from and reinforce certain medes of act:l.ﬁt&. ﬁe
"matrix" of experience 'crystallises’round certain inter-
est-stimulating sense pictures, which ilso become signa
foretelling gratification or the reverse. Gertaih jr&a-
entations have IHSTINGTIVE MEANING and acquire o.lao
HEDONIC MEANING, and it is this process that determines
the £irst Mtegrationa of sense data into defined ideas.
It is not possible to overestimate the importance of this
faot, that the 'oneness' of the first objects distinguish
depends, not so mmch upon the homogeneous character of
their aonsv{imyroeaiena, as upon the unity and constancy

of their mesning.(afféctive significancel,
The analysis of exyerience then proceeds by the attach

ing of’interet or value or meaning to certain nrosentatf-
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ions whioh thereby engage attention and are clearly di;Q
tinguished by consciousness, By degrees more reﬂhﬁd
disorimination becomes poaaible, analysis is elaborated ;.n
extended, until each 'ocentre of interest! becomes a ~group tﬁ
of related ideas, More of the enviromnent is anslysed ﬁ
inte objeota, these are inoreasingly aocurately deﬁned '
and begin to be related to each other causally,"precess" |
begins to be grasped and "control” itrinﬁ :f.’or; Until
the ohild has become aware, however dimiy, of the di'ffo.au:'”-
ence between the percipient self and the peroiéféd thing
value or interest must remain vested m the desired objed:
rather then in the mechanism of enjoyment (bpdiiy);_ 11: is

for the child, not so much a meens to utiﬁfaotion as an
absolute good. He does not locate his appetites and sat

i{sfactions in his own body and regard thig as the source
of pleasure, his yearning is no more concerned with the
spparatus of enjoyment than ocular neroeptions are con-
cerned with the retins, We still say 'sugar L3 .sweet'
and the form of the expression 1llustrates the tendemy
for interest to rem:lﬁ sttached to the objeot rather than
to the organ that is gratified by the object, or the
bodily processes the object may set up.
I repeat that the child groups his experiences (images
o much on the basis of their
ERS as upon their emotional mean- ‘
s a difference in hedonic val-
the grattﬂcttion they ||

preeentationa etc) not &
SENSORY FORMS AND CHARACT
ing for himself. If there 1
ue or a gualitative difference in
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af‘:tora;, then he will pick up and attend to the most ninute
and subtle presentational differences, If on the ;{;h;;
hand, the affective mignificance of twe ﬁeimﬁti&ﬁ be
‘1dentical then the most striking differences 1n u.ppoa.rance |
will be overlooked, The ohild may accept many 'dadas’, i

.....

but quickly knows 1ta own mother, Now most of h_ig eo_.rly
waking 1ife is spent in her presence, at least his ﬁéét

vivid and significant .expariences are indiaéolﬁbiy a.uoo.
iate with her ministrations. All his wants are a&tiéﬁ&i

by her, she is the necessary source of all his gratificab-
tions, A1l his privations are due to her absence, in
fact she 1s the hedonic centre of his universe !.pd thg?g-
:rorojmeaning end of consclousness 1tself. What part .d‘ojeé_“v |
his own body play in comparison? It cannot o.t' anyrate buik

largely in sensepresentation (sigh’é and touch) as his

mother does, and its very constancy, as against her sig-
ni.:éioant appearances and diaappearo.nceé, milito.teg u.;ainst
its acute realimation, He is hungry in her absence and
fed on her return, both experiences direct attention to
her rather than to himself, Why should he attend to the
passive and inconspiouous gondition, rather than to the
obvious and suffiocient gsuse of these important things?
" fhere is no logical or psychologicsl reason for his doigng
so, and as a. matter of fact we find, even at & much later |

age, that he is still uncertyin as to the o.otu;l extent

of his self, whether, for exanple t4oes' come under this

categorye.
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If we are Right in saying that the 1nfah§-,§v§n ﬁ;;;‘
than the adult- attaches his values naively to thé fhiné
desired rather than to the meohanigma and piooQﬁsQﬁ ;}
enjoyment, and if we are right in regard to the héd;nio
significance of the mother-¢bdject in the infant% ﬁénf;i
1ife, then it follows that nearly sll his senaé.of i;iﬁ;
sattaches to her rather than to his own b6d11j ;ﬁf;fgfgﬁ;‘ |
At this stage the centering of interest on and th§ ;ﬁtéip:f
ution of value tolthe self,oahnot serve any héd&ﬁié ;?;‘.
"economio" purpose, that is to Bay the child has ne motive
or peason to doubt his valuation of the mother or to re-
flect upon the part played by his own body in these pleas— g
ures, he has not, indeed, either the motive or the sense
date to analyse the mother-self sifuation. Only as he )
spatialises his universe and as he becomes gglg_gg_gg;__

gence does it become psych-

ologioal% possible for him to realise that the onmly con- M

stant and hence necessary factor in these pleasures is

his own body. Only then does narcissism become possible. y
The difficulfy in the way of our imagining such a |
state of mind on the part of the 1n£ant is extreme. We
have 80 thoroughly end absolutely arratmged our ooncepi- :
sl univers®on  spatial plan that anything thet seems to |
tmpugn the validity of this strikes us as bisgarre. Con- ﬂ
sider, for exampley the intellectual "shock" that the 1
theory of temperospatial relativity (as digtinot from the}ﬂ
and the difficulty some p6 |

philosophical theory) ceused,



120

people yet have in acoomodating their minds %o it. ‘quc 1#
1s highly probable that 'psychological' space is a product
of experience, we can watoh any infant gradusliy learning
to refer his perceptions to a scheme of distance and d‘i(.rpo‘-.-
tion. We know that stereoscopic vision is not inna.te and
that in fact the infant does not possess any ideas thu.t
COULD BE MADE MORE INTELLIGIBLE OR PLIABLE TO HIS WILL BY |
BEIHG SPATIALLY RELATED. Rhowledge of spaee is only aoquire‘

as a reault of his own motor activities and is only o:t use
is conunection with the adjustment of these. While thg;ce:fore
1t 1s self-evident te US that the mother and infant are i
separate bodies and that the infants enjoyments qmsj; t;k,e'
Place in and depend on his own body, a reniqntion of this
is utterly impossible for the infant himself., For him his
mother does not "go away" and "aome back", she diuppoars
and rea.ppeara, the infant lives in the world of mgio (to
wich vhe c?ld later loves to return via the "fairy lto_ry")
where thercare no dull and fixed causal relations, Why
should and how cbuld he analyse the pleasant mother-self
situation® into active mother and passive melf? |
From th!a‘w identification with tne mother assumes a |
d1fferent aspect; it is THE PRIMITIGE COSDITION to which ||
the distinctionbetween the mother and the self suocceeds.
The intense pleasure-value of the various no’qhar-ohnd si.t-
uations moreover will probably act as a hindrance to thtl
‘analysis of these situations. The interest, meaning or
value thas originally integrated an idea may be regarded
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as tending to maintain the unity of the idea. o
Once the child has appreciated the distinction betﬁé;i
himself and his mother, it is difficult to see how he ;;ﬁ
lose it again. He cannot spin fine theories to overcome i;;
(phantasy regressians too must be very veague in oontent un-
1ess they can teke the form of a "return to the womb"),he :
cannot resubmerge his own identity in hers any more than y§
a8 adults could do so, or can imagine how it could be doﬁe;
The "Reality-Principle' then is against the Process of 1den-
tification, but there is a still stronger reason for doubt-
ing whether such a process takes place., The Plgaaure—?rin— 5
oiple(or;'ébjeotively considered, the Principle of Psychié
Bconomy) expresses the constant tendency of the mind to aeek
the greutest Pleasure by the most direot paths and with the
least expenditure of effort, Now subjective grntifiggtiopg
are easier and more certain of attaipment than‘tho§o arising
out of ebjeotive attachments ihich make far heavier demands
upon patience, selfdenial, adaptation, eto., It is there-
fore A1fficilt to see how the 1;1;1-.er oome to be substituted

unless;- (1) 'n:rcissism', interest in self, eto. are inhero—%

ently unaétisfaotory- ure not EQUIVALENT from this point of

view to the objective ausorption o% lobe and 1nterest' or |
(2) the PRIMARY FISATIONS OF LOVE AHD INTEREST ARE THEMSELVESS

OBJECTIVE in the sense that they are attuohed to persons und f

things rather than to processes of enjoyment.
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I think both these propositions are true, but that the ,;

1
|

is secondary- a perversion of developmernt- mnd cuggest the r
possibility that ALL external interests and attaelmenta
are derivatives (reinforced doubtless but dependent on}
o:t the primary :rintions of interest and love, Those 1n£er
ests which are withdrawn from the exitermal wrld ceas; %c

seoonﬁ 1s the most important as 1t implies that 'narciasism

|

Play any useful part in development, to urge the chidd te
extend, elaborate and refine the distinetions whereby h'g‘ |
analysts his enviromment into a system of rplateé. ebjgc‘tt
and thereby understands and controls it., Moral dex-reiéi-_
ment also will be impaired by the selfabsorption of mter-
est, and therby the assimilation of the "sociAl heritage"”
will be hindered.

It 18 then I think, as the child ocomes to rguiise his |

°'mv1?°wer to command pleasure by calls, manipulations cto; |
that he draws the mother-self distinotion, and sccording tol|
the manner and completeness with which this is done, depend
to some extent his future trend of oharacter development., o
If much 'love' is withdrawn an overvaluation of the self
-egoism- must result, if very little.then the opprosite

tendency is favoured- towards dependency and ae].f-deprec-
iation. The ochilds idea of his place in the world, of

what he is and what he ought to be, must naturally depend

on the value he places upon himself, and as he cmnqt ha.ve
social standard of value naturally he |

any objective, ’ |
pis power of command-|

estimates his importance sccording te
1l
1g own pleasurc. {

ing attention and of supplying b
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As shewing héw easily the balance in oharaoter-foﬁﬁ;éiéﬁ
may be turned to one side of snother at this critical tine,
considér the extremes of helplessness and deminance, 1mmot-
ence and omnipotence, that are united in the same infant.
He may insist upon remaining g h@lpless baby for years as
a certain wax of securing all he wants and without oxertioh.
ﬁoms individuals carry this dependent attitude thrnughnut
1ife and it is a most importent soclal fact, He may, on the

- 0ther hand, become an aggressive tyrant and regard his mot-
her and ultimately all his fellows as ministers to his
pleasure. On the other hand, even if his"transference" )

to his mother i®s not weakenod by a concentiration of 1nterest
upon himself, his socialisation may st1ill be 1nterrupted

at the stage of fixation upon the mother; the reaulta of _
this, though equally undesiroable are clinically dafferant.
Yet again this transference may be broken so violgntly lor
at anyrate"denied” satiafaotion'ao nuddonly and complotd;y)
that either a rebellious, discentented attitude is assumed

(permanently affecting development) or abjeoct self-deprec-
fation ("inferiomity complexes') as suggested above, may
be farbher encouraged in the child. '

Full and réliable data of the childhood of moral
imbeciles is not easy to obtain, The ocondition (as gt
present ﬁefined) cannot be diagnesed early, the patients
are oxceptionally and 1ntentionally untruthful and the
relatives and friends often wish nothins more te do with
them, I have not therefore at present the material for »
more than the most npeculative attempt to trace the
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pathogénoais of these conditions, I oconsider that fhié i;
| justified from the intrinsic interest and importance of
the problem, the light it thrdws upon the mture md‘ cr"ig;.n
of the social diqusition in man, the faect thatwthgr”gre
no alternative hypotheses with ANYkevitentia} bgéié,gnﬂ.
frem the possibidity of checking results in other ways .

As a result of the foregoing discussions more&fer it is
clear; - - ,
(1) Thﬁt there are powerful ahprtoter-forming 1nfiuon;;;

at work VERY EARLY 1n 1ife. -

(2) That character is then very plastio.

(a) That there are several oritical points in devolonment
at which characteristic types of eh;t.otcr, or at_leggtv‘
different lines of chaéaoter development, are deterqiﬁ&d.
(4) That what we call 'Henxal Development' is largely
AFFECTIVE ADAPTATION TO KINDY whether 'sooial' or 'saxmal'l
(See "Dovelcnment and Evolutian of Mind" ) and that, as
Freud hns shewn, the mother is the first "personal" object

for the ohilds consciousness, That sho is the essential

to his fellows, and that his affective relationship to her
is even more im;ortant for his social than for his sexual

disposition later on.
{5) &h;t this attachment to the mother is snbjeotod to stral)

a8 the infant discovers his own resourses and independence. é

{6) That it is again n,&g'usad as & lever to eompel the

child to forego hie uncultural interests and plessures
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and consequently is subjected to farther strain -‘th;yvtim;
by the mother, The infant is thus ooljellod ‘o chpéag B
between his forbidden desires and his affections, and‘tygw
solutions té this conflict may be classed in three groups.
(1} where the forbidden pleasures are renounced - the nor-
mal selution. ' .
(2) where there is some degree of anlitting of 1nterest,or
rathor where both 1ntereata are preaerved but diesooi&ted.
Phis "lower® end "higher" nature is the prototype'otﬂﬁhpj;
ﬁnconaoious, and in 1?a'mofe extreme forms this repreaenté
the NEUROTIC solution. | . and.-affee ﬁnn
(3) where there is some desree of with&rtwal of 1ntereat
from the mother to the self- the external attachment is g
given up. This meohgnism is of significanog for Moral

imbeciiity (;nd nérhans also for the psychoses).
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Case 3. Male aet. 40 Early life not known. ient. aiéﬁ; in
bad oém;pany from a.dblesoenee and had several oonviotions |
for theft, When areested, and at other mb%nté o:E rro- o |
voko.tion was guilty of most violent and d.esnerate aasa:lllts
{ "oy atabbing' ete. ), His record therefore was not allowed 4
to grow to the ususl length before his mental abnormality | |
was recognised and he was ordered to be detained D.}i.M.P.

He was transferred to an ordinary asylum wher-e he ms
allowed whole day 'parole', This he broks a.nd téék_ al-
oohol, got himself arrested and oommitted. mother. dan-
gerous assault. During stay in C.L.D. he mast have -

smashed thousands of.panes of glass beaides doors, :hm-
niture, clothing, etc. and generally proved himself a:

very oostly and troublesome patient.

He is not of oriminal or malicious dupoaition,
the contrary is genial and goodnatured, intensely loyal
to at least one friemd (of soxgewhat similar nature to |
himself) and shows himself grateful for favours g.ngi at-
tention. Intelligence is quite up to average. Against
this it must .be noted that he gan be very uwntruthful,

unscrupulous in pursuing petty vendettas by slander,
that he is quite undepend;ble, subject to fits of sulka

ing or of passion in which no consideration ot right,

decency or self-interest. avaiﬁto reatrain him from the

most violent a.nd. outmeous P vhduct. With the best inten

oannot live up to his pronises, or
£ 1ife 'outside', as he is

tions in the world_he
face the difficulties ©
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utterly unable to accept the smallest alisht, diaapp‘int-
ment or amnoyance of any kind, Anything of the aort uy;
sets him, leading to brooding, sulking and finally to :
overwhelming outbursts of rage. There is no evidence |
of periodicity or 'spontantety' in this to mggest an |
en:l.leptic or manioc condition, but I consider that he i |
does- perhaps unconsciously- 'lay himself open to! 'clnse |
petty grievances and oherishes them. _ e
The similarity to an almost normal phase ofinfmtile
: charioter is suggestive, and a wholly aponf@zegua : renhrk
of his points in the same direction. Somethingh;é,
annoyed him and he announced that he was 'fed. ur' and
would never work again. I was warned tho.t this meant
& relapse into the former state of open war, o.nd & reg;m
of sulphonal, hyoscine, padded rooms, etc, Sure'ep_opﬁgp
next day he would not go to work, "moooched' about gjpg._:.-;‘
ently very sorry for himself and luxuriating in a sense
of hardship and ill-usage. At dinner the luxuries he _'
was accustomed to purchase by industry(cocoa eto.) were
there oefore him as usual, d4pparently thinking there
had been an oversight and that it was a good chance %o
“sjoil the Egyptians®™ he Iinished it hurriedly. The ”
samé fhing_happened at tea however and he them learmed
that officially he was not on strike but en holiday, |
end drawing full marks (an unheard of thingl. Gonaemont_-ﬁ

1y all his indignation and gself-pity were wasted. Hext

dey he went back to work and was abjectly apologetic,
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almost maudlin, to me, "Nobody ever u:aderstood me, h_ §Lgc:~E
tor, you know, and when I was a boy, you know, my sist;r‘
did not oare what ha.:ppened., yon know, B0 I Just felt I
would show them I didn't care and carry on ao they would |
.have to care what became of me."” All thi.s was spontan-
eous- in response to nothing but mtioua.te grunts cf
oomprehension and encouragement on my part- so 1t could
fairly be said to be unprompted, (Eothing in the way of
psyehoannlysis had been atten:ted in the ocase a.nd no
q,uestiops had heen put), His emotional reaction was
genuine and he was rn.ther shamefaced, both -a.bo.ut his
conduct and about the confidence, This m.s entirely
unnecessury, he gained nothing by 11; and could net ‘
have suspected that I expected anything of the 901";3‘ ‘
”It was in fact this speech that uﬂ.bu'sed ny mpi§19ns
that temperamental instability might not after all be
due to germinai defect. I have therefore no doupt‘
that it was a genuine moment of insight and self-revel-
ation. It oertainiy has had a lasting effect upon our
relations, No. 3 has not agaih been in conflict with
nguthority” end now holds the responsible position of

boilerman. '

In spite of all his good and likeable q.mitieﬂa
the prognosis in this case id bad; he is essentially
unstable, and until we have more knowledge of the psych

opathology of this conditiom, radical treatment is im-

poaaible . -
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You could no more make a good citison out of this un
than you could make a good tool out of lead, It 13
impossible to influence him permapently or’ to rre@._:th;;ﬂ
his behaviour, He is a good example of the "kii_éﬁiﬁ"
type, and what meagre indioations exist point to a
childhood etiology.

Case 4, Female aet 30- fourth youngest of fmﬂy o:E 12
(B.S .B.B.B.B S.B.P&tient S.B § -t'w:l.n-) Peaple well to &
do, Fa.ther a strong, mesterful person. Mother mmggo:-
the house wntil she died when Patient wae aged 1= l‘uncor)
Father remarried when she was o.bout; 16 and dioa» a:fter
she was 25, Brothers and sisters all strong, healthy
and well-doing.
Patient attended school 5-15 and was two years in
the "Snpj&lementury" class- quite a fair record. Her
chief difficulty was a speech imyed.:lment, which cons:l.s- .
ted, 80 far as I can ascert;in— in using wrong consomn
(@+8e "tat"™ for ocat.)
' Unlike the rest of her family she was small, weak and
Tugly" and always felt, and. st‘.u.l feels this very acutely.
On this account she olaimed and Ffeceived exoeptional
tpeatment and attention from both her parents,- "Father
made & tiny bit of a favourite of me, but I think it was

‘booo.nse I was 80 pmall.” . The :ra.ther was very striot,

thrashed them ooonsiomny and would not allow frivol.eus
gﬁﬁaemlnta. Patient's at'uohment %o him was, and still
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:I.s of immense strength,- "No girl ever levod hor father
as I loved my father™ (not in response teo q,neation, -
and with intense feeli.ng) "If our Heavenly Father hd
- not forbidden it, I would have goue to Joint him long
' aso' but I know that he never forgives that ein" ( 1.9.
suicide; "heavenly" and "dead" father are not raally
coni‘ueed.- distinguished by context- but they have veyy
similar emotional meaning) ,
She says she felt the death of her mother _very. a;uto-

1y; but whether there was an element of morbid self- ii."
reproach about this it 1s mpossible to say. In regn-d
to the still-birth of her father and atepmother's ohﬂd
however, she shows definitely exaggerated emotion;-"'the .
PooT wee baby, and me so fond of ohildren." At age 15-
16 she ran away to an sunt, but her father brought her
back, When she was 16 her father married i.g;i.n,’ and 7’
from the first there was open war between her and hu: ; o
step-mother, whom she could not tolerate. FPatient ap&n’ ;,
ran awsy again, and for the next three years wandered ;
about the country, in hostels, homes, refuges, Salvation 3
Army shelters, with relatives or in "situations"; but
the usual duration of her stw in any one place was
about three weeks, At the age of twenty she was ;rrestcd=

for theft and made a doubtful attempt to comi# suiocide

!

in her cell. ’
examined by Dr. Devon, and it was clear that, though

- At that time her oase was thoroughly

not intellectually defective or disordered, she was
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unsuited to penal discipline, Accordingly she i;s aent
to Gartloch Asylum, thence to Rosslynlee and ahe i.s
recorded as being, "irritable- mmsive, moorrigd%le,
and meuponeible,- destruot:lve, viclent and aggresaive
- INTEESE!Y JEALOUS OF ANY ATTENTION PAID TO OTI{ER
PATIEETS" (mw 11:3.1108) She repea.tedly made attemyta to,
atmsle heraelf and gra.dm.ny became more troubleeone
and dangerous, until finally she was charged with aaaaul
lsohargas) and attempt to murder etoc. and sent to
Ed.inbu:rgh :E'rison, thence to Mormingside, thence to :
C.In.D. Perth, Two months later she was trmsferred to
Bmgonr, where however, "The authorities were m‘ble

to ocontrol her." She was therefore forma.lly cho.rged.
found insane in bar of trial, and ordered to be detained
' .H.x.r.

In Parth also she was a very troublesome patient,
bltv finally she was tried baock again in Rosslmgg,
whei'a for a time she d1id very well, got full parole,
and was trusted in every possible way. Finally she
-~ was tried under an older sister’s gua.rdianshj.p, but &
they 4id not get on at all well together; Patient be-

!

haved badly and now makes all Borte of countercharges
against her sister. Anyhow she had 1:6 come back to

the Asylum. Recently- whatever the provoostion,- she
had a tremendous outburst of temper, during which she

was 80 violent and dangerous that she had to be returnd|




to Perth. She has suffered an intense diumoiytménj;,
for ler a;bor-mother had died, i.nd she hd planned tho.t
her father would teke her out, he howsver dso ‘die.c.l.
She has thus been "too much" for three Asylums, o.ltlnugh
her phyéiea.l strength is very small., _
Though she blames everyome but herself for her
troubles, this is as much a defensdve reaction as dgé
to hok" of insight; her intellsot .‘..s neither wegk' nor
disordered. ©She 1is industrious, cheerfui and ﬁleaégpf;
to talk to, very honest a.né. above-board, and i.n a gmd
mood nothing would induce her to break her trust, She
is as one would expect very prudish, She is ghii@iéiﬁy
eager for attention and Jealous of other patienté.
On the other hand her emotional instability ié é;-
- treme, it is impossible to forecast what Mginéd or
trivial grievance will not provoke 'aulks, which aré o
hardly removed from maniacad violence and destmotijr éxéq
I have not seen her in these tantrums but I have the
best of evidence that she combines an utierl¥ reckless
ferooity with a cool ingenious de‘etmotivenes%endered’
possible by her unimpaired intelligence, On rendm;uion'

hereI expect she narrowly escaped ome, though she was

allowed no ground for feblings of grievance HERE, She
was "risked" in an ordinary room, snd her demand to be |
n.liowed up was yielded to. For a day or so, however
Bhe wae in a very querulous emotional unstable, condit ion
before she ,aettled down.
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This case might be called "hyaterioal“ l.nd though of
course there is no resemblance to any of the reoognioed
'.forma' of true hysteria, it is possible tho.t there are
common elements in the etiology, Her symptoms are oim-
P1ly excessive emotional reaotiona,r an egoistio oveo-oon;
sitivanes 8, and totally unoontrolled ree'entment o:f o.ny
restraint, ?hia constitutes her to my mind & 'sypioal “
example of the "explosive" or “tempermentally unatable"
type of moril imbecile., It might be objected thnt ahe
18 neither vicious, immoral, oriminn or m-diaposed'
but her good conduot is essentially a reapome to good
personal relationships, i.e. she is nice to a.nd w:lth
those with whom she is on good terms, as it were 'to ,
Please someone'., Of deference to social opinion, io the

rights of others in general, she has HONE, and therefore

it 18 not wrong to say that her morality has not devel-
oped beyond the family level- industry, cloanlineas, | |

chastity, ete., in obedience to the parents will. The |
acceptance of FELLOWS, with egqual rights and of abamot

standards that are not personal commands 1s beyond her.

Here the "infantilism" is ummistakeable, the lalling, |

the petiy Jealousy, the craving for attention, the sub-
missiveness at tiges and to some people, with ro’oonions-
ness in other circumstances, the tremendous father-fix-

ation and hostility to stepnother, the dependence (she

bas no real ambition to leave the asylumletc. all bep
speak the abnormal persistance of infantile charsoters.
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Case 5, ¥.35. Early history obscure, but appo.rently
well brough up and of good hered.ity for hia only brother
and his six aisterl are doing well. F. and M, still
alive. Patient left school aet 14 -standard VI Fo
intellectual defect. Convioted of dishonesty as a m;é-
sage boy, but not dismissed- repeated changes of employ-
ment- militia sexvice- thenFnlisted in regulars but 4
d.iamissed after 10 months as inoorrigible, ainoe then 3
has gradually become an habitual oriminal, He has stoiei
from his own family, even objects of mainly Qﬁntim;ﬁ;;i
velue and it is typical of him that he writes o apol-
ogise offering to make it up i.nd iet bygéﬁes b; bz}éo.;;g,
His attitude in fact is something betwsen 8 whine and
"dimine right"- begging for oig-réttes, nmpa.pers eto.
. He 18 yerpetully agerieved, uking for "mther ‘chance®
seeing in the suspicion with which he is now regarded,
and the precautions teken in his oa.ae 1njustioe to
and dislike o:t himulf. When the sitmtion 13 expluned
he tppreontea it well enough, but this has no nemn.nent'
effeot upon hds affective u.ttitude., which remains | |
"injured®, He 1is perfectly umserupulous, a fluent, ingel
ious and brasen liar, wholly selfish and very ocareful
of himself, (he made a doubtfulattempt at sulcide im
Peterhead by cutting a vein with breken glass. He says |
he wented to be sent here and that he overdid the wound |
and though this statement is made with the objeot of

securing his return with a view to remission and




wltimate libetation, I am inclined to believe him )

His record mclndes "assault by stabbing" (twioe)
"assault“(four tiges) "theft ete.” (eight timeal
"false representations" (once) “b‘nrgl&ry"(twioe)

fourteen years C

in a period of 4wemsy yeaxrs OF WHICH ONLY A.BOUT FOUR
YEARS HAVE BEEK 0OUT OF PRISOH. He has.been in Braad- ‘
mOOT as well as here, |

He 1s capable, industrious, intelligﬁnt and nleasant
%0 talk to, not wantonly malicious or ﬁidivsﬁéis;dﬁ. ) I}je
is however totally unreliable, regardless of th§ ﬁgmg
and feelings of others- an individ.ualiat without the
rudiment of a social dispositiont , He is Y mral -
imbecile proper, who does not see wh& he aheull tl;ha
the trouble te rehabilitate himself soouny ‘when he
- oan obtain ALL HE WANES by predatory methoda. H?.., is
‘& true "insensitive" without a mask of habitual hypoc-
erisy. | |

2he etiology of this ocame 1is quite conjectural, but

here also thexris no evidence of congenital defect, and

a strong suggestion of the persistance and aggravation
of certain infantile traits of character, notadly the
naive egoism,failure to appreciate the feelings and

point of view of others, etc., Certainly there are law-
abiding oitisens who are egoistic and moiasictio, but

in the normal egoist there is a d.eaire for nS0CIAR '1

RECOGNITION™ for the gsteem of his fenows. In any
" case au mdapted. Ogo:lan must be a strong prediaposing

i
|
:
i
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factor in oriminslity, in this case,I think, sufﬁaient
in itself to determine such a relation to soclety fha.t
habitual oriminglity is inevitable. |
Case 6. M. 22, Elder of two brothers, Mother died i p
when he was eix, Father remarried a year later and Pa.tien
did not get on well with stepmother who had a :family of
her om, He was always in trouble, a tmant :rrom sohcol
and at eleven was sent to an Industrial Spho.ol,. from
which however he escaped 2o frequently that he had to .
be sent to & Reformitory in England‘; From there ha tent
into the Army (age 161 but was"drummed out” 3% years
later for triking an N.8.0. Retumod home and has never
done or attempted to do any honest work since. 'In g
prison could work hard, but was utterly unde:pendable,

-

‘would sometimes cut the leather (L6 was a shoem;kgrp__ P"
to make belts etoc, though detection and punishment was
almost certain, He could not tolerate regular work, |
confinement and discipline, and after being punished

for something he flung his Bible at the Chaplain in
Church, Then sent %o CJQ.D. where his character and
oonduct showed no real improvement. e.g. he attgupted
esoape a few weeks before liberation, tgld.ng a risk am
showing himself willing to be & nwanted®” man outside
rather than wait that time. After discharge on ex;iry 4

L
of sentenoce I\was not long before he was rearrested ("reset!

-~ his previous record being' “hbue_ebreakihg") and at
. #irst the prison M.0. would not credit that thers was

e TR R
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anything abnormal about him, However after a month
he broke down as before and becsme refractory, reok:leas
and violent, and he is now here for the aeoond time. o
The words of his "reformatory" school master still ajjly
ny good enough scholar and a capeable bandboy, but could
never be depended on.“v o
His characteristic is a total lack of cont.mﬁ:.lj;;; :

or of regerd for his own or others interests; hg_ié .
more irresponsible than a child and obeys nofh:l.ng but
the impulse of the moment, The only time in which he.
is "merious" is when he is angry. . In faot he has not
got any character, good or bad, and in consequence the
prognosis 1s bad. He therefore belongs to the group
of "faciles™ though over and above the "instability"™

pis interests and dispositions are decidedly ohildish,

Phese six ocases, while they serve as clmical

411ustrations of "moral imbecility",give only the
vaguest and scantiest i{ndications of the etiology of

the eond%&gns* '.Bhey do however, in my oninion, atrong-,
1y suggest to "lump all these ocases together” as cengen-
itally defective/ is a mistake, and that the most promis-
ing line of research is not a oytological study of the

sem plasm or s superficisl séw comparimon of the social
'a.nd economic sucoess of the relatives of moral imbeciles

They suggest rather the value of a farther attempt ( on

& basis o of more and 'earlier’' material,) to define
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such syndromes as 'instability' or 'social 1ﬁagn§;;iyé;;
ness' so that departures from the normasl may be rgcég;
niaed early. They suggest that, is Peyohoanai&éis_
finds, the eariy familial affactive adjuatments‘a:eh
vital for character formation, and that more primitive
attitudes to life eto., may persist as underlying bias/?
tendencies temperament, eto. Thus the over-central-
isation of interest on the ego, with the oonseqnpg@ S
diminution of the affective aignificance of thg_motyer,‘
and perhaps the farther weakening of the "trgnsfe:egée“‘
when it 48 used to compel the child to forego gomg(qf
its velued, but socially disallowed, pleasures, must
permanently affect the aelf-other relation. ' It ‘may
permanently diminish the amount of interest and affeot-
eation available for sociaslisation and mental deyg;pp-
meﬁt generally, it may even be true that the various
degress of "morsl insensitiveness" depend on the length
to which this process of autoabsorption of interest
‘has been oarried.

The group of"unstablep” | texplosives', 'faciles')
may originste in various later, (but still very early)
meladjustments of infanoy. The problem of the integ-
retion of impulses and dispositions int® a ocoherent |
personality, though related to that of the development |
of the social disposition, cannot be considered here.

‘I auggest however that for the etiology of these cond tt-

elopment offers the most prom-
ionsldlsolinilnxile developm




139

ising sphere of research. It is at anyrate at thé.é ms
period that the infant learns not to live merely 'by

‘& Buccession of impulsive reactions to the stimulus
and desire of the moment, but either to accept limit;.t-
ions to his will or to accept postponement and to take
the trouble to adept means, more or ieaa mdiréc'é to
his ends., The third biological altermative (to these
passive or active adaptations) is to put forth greater
effort to attain the desire, but without modifying or
deviating from the direct and customary means oéf a.o-
complishimg this, This effort i1s supported by 5. éor;
responﬁ.ing emotionsl reaction- passion. The chﬂt_iw_
whose wishes are not ocomplied with redoubles his oriems
and dnder certain circumstances it 1is oonﬁ?gblgm that
e habit of passion might be formed if the ohild. were

not tqught or ocould not lea.m to adept one of the other

i

modes of adapting to denial., This hq.’bit might l_)egome :
& permanent tendency to an outburst of anger whgre' '
_thwarted or where sgoism is lurt in any way,- such &
disposition in faot as we f£ind in "the explosive type"
~ Yet another series of character aberrations 1s |
found connected with FIXATION on the mother, where
this transference is so strong and satisfactory that
it fails to act as a"bridge" or a eox;ductor to direct

intersst and aff@ction outwards upon other persons i’

D T LS N

and things, | |
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CONCLUSIORS TO PAPERS ON "MORAYL IMBECILITY"

(1) For many reasons it is particularly diffidﬁiﬁ to
dééiie whether or not there are cases in ihieh‘£h§
gocial repport is primﬁrily or exclusively disorgan-
ised or defective, '

(2) Chief among these is the fact that aﬁ& £édié;i
defect in the gffeotive relationship to his secial
enviromment impairs the ohild'é# power of masteriﬁé,
tradition, custom,ete. Still more, in iater lifé,
does defective sympathy throw an individual "6ut df
touoh" with his fellows, and this leads to TACTLESS
conduct which often wears the aspect of exxteme g@npé
1d1ty. Judgement also must be defective where it
involves the Appreciation of SOCIAL values and their
balanoing againat direot instinctivo aatiafactiona.

In thla’wai’groua MORAL defect of necessity involves

& SECONDARY INTELLECTUAL INFERIORITY, and the absenpg
of a definite boundary between the group of moral, and
- the far larger gToup of intellectually defectives, is
of 1353 significance than 1% might appeer.

(5) With some difficulty it is possible to distinguis h

group of oases in which moral defect is the charac- §

teristic and dominant symptom.
(4)This group however is too protean and {1ldefined

to justify us in regarding the condition as due to

the presence or absence of a specific germinsl factor,

e B b e
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There 1is moreover no evidence- from family historiea -
of the heritability of the condition; 1its rarity alao
is against this interpretation.

(5) Psychepathology then lends no support to the view
aﬂvocnted by Monougnll that the social disyosition is

& true instinct, dependent upon a definite germinal
facter and thus integrated prior to experienoe. A

(6) On the contrary it presents us with a heterégenoous
group of oonditions,which certainly seem to take their
origin early in 1life, but which seem to depgn@ eaq@
upon some particular maladaptation of the infant to
persons in his environment, Vicious oyoles are thpgn
set up which may produce highly apecifiq and "lpcg;iggd"
aberrations of function, very definite and 1ntrggtgbie

~ trends of development, without these being due to the
absehce of a specific germinal faotor.

(7) In the nature and history of these first attaohments
of 1ntorest and love we find character-forming influen-
ces and "oritical points™ which are probably sufficient
to aocounf for the phenomena under discugsion,withoqt
the hypothesis of innate constititional aberrations. |
(8) A more promising ibrking hypothesis of the pathoglprn
esis of "moral 1nsenaitiveness* is that it proceeds from
a primitive faulty definition of the self-mother rela- |
tionship, and the absorption of 1§terest by the 801? .

(9) "Instability" of temperament s a persistant
: 1n£ant110 oharaoter, the conditions of which are obsoureé
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