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Project Gutenberg 76,163 free eBooks 43 by Sigmund Freud "Group Psychology and The Analysis of The Ego" by Sigmund Freud is a scientific publication written in the early 20th century. This work delves into the intricate relationship between individual psychology and the collective dynamics of groups, emphasizing the unconscious processes that arise when individuals interact as part of a group. Freud explores how group settings can transform personal behaviors, instincts, and predispositions, ultimately shaping individual identities. The opening of the
text ... Read More introduces key concepts in group psychology, contrasting it with individual psychology. Freud posits that while individual psychological traits are essential, they are inherently influenced by social interactions and relationships. He highlights how individuals are affected by collective mentalities when part of a group, experiencing emotional intensification and a reduction in personal intellectual capacity. This analysis sets the stage for a detailed exploration of the mechanics that govern group behavior, linking concepts of suggestion, libidinal
ties, and the primal horde as foundational elements in understanding how group dynamics function. (This is an automatically generated summary.) Show Less Author Freud, Sigmund, 1856-1939 Translator Strachey, James, 1887-1967 LoC No. 23012806 Uniform Title Massenpsychologie und Ich-Analyse. English Title Group Psychology and The Analysis of The Ego Note Wikipedia page about this book: Credits Produced by Chuck Greif, University of Michigan and theOnline Distributed Proofreading Team at Reading Level Reading ease score: 48.6 (College-
level). Difficult to read. Language English LoC Class BF: Philosophy, Psychology, Religion: Psychology, Philosophy, Psychoanalysis Subject Social psychology Subject Psychoanalysis Subject Ego (Psychology) Category Text EBook-No. 35877 Release Date Apr 15, 2011 Copyright Status Public domain in the USA. Downloads 796 downloads in the last 30 days. Project Gutenberg eBooks are always free! This work has been selected by scholars as being culturally important and is part of the knowledge base of civilization as we know it.This work is in the public
domain in the United States of America, and possibly other nations. Within the United States, you may freely copy and distribute this work, as no entity (individual or corporate) has a copyright on the body of the work.Scholars believe, and we concur, that this work is important enough to be preserved, reproduced, and made generally available to the public. To ensure a quality reading experience, this work has been proofread and republished using a format that seamlessly blends the original graphical elements with text in an easy-to-read typeface.We
appreciate your support of the preservation process, and thank you for being an important part of keeping this knowledge alive and relevant. Jump to ratings and reviewsDaily Shipping-1960 Fourth Printing-Pages are tanning-Slight shelf wear on cover-Pages are unmarked and flat 546 people are currently readingDr. Sigismund Freud (later changed to Sigmund) was a neurologist and the founder of psychoanalysis, who created an entirely new approach to the understanding of the human personality. He is regarded as one of the most influential—and
controversial—minds of the 20th century.In 1873, Freud began to study medicine at the University of Vienna. After graduating, he worked at the Vienna General Hospital. He collaborated with Josef Breuer in treating hysteria by the recall of painful experiences under hypnosis. In 1885, Freud went to Paris as a student of the neurologist Jean Charcot. On his return to Vienna the following year, Freud set up in private practice, specialising in nervous and brain disorders. The same year he married Martha Bernays, with whom he had six children.Freud developed
the theory that humans have an unconscious in which sexual and aggressive impulses are in perpetual conflict for supremacy with the defences against them. In 1897, he began an intensive analysis of himself. In 1900, his major work 'The Interpretation of Dreams' was published in which Freud analysed dreams in terms of unconscious desires and experiences.In 1902, Freud was appointed Professor of Neuropathology at the University of Vienna, a post he held until 1938. Although the medical establishment disagreed with many of his theories, a group of
pupils and followers began to gather around Freud. In 1910, the International Psychoanalytic Association was founded with Carl Jung, a close associate of Freud's, as the president. Jung later broke with Freud and developed his own theories.After World War One, Freud spent less time in clinical observation and concentrated on the application of his theories to history, art, literature and anthropology. In 1923, he published 'The Ego and the Id', which suggested a new structural model of the mind, divided into the 'id, the 'ego' and the 'superego'.In 1933, the
Nazis publicly burnt a number of Freud's books. In 1938, shortly after the Nazis annexed Austria, Freud left Vienna for London with his wife and daughter Anna.Freud had been diagnosed with cancer of the jaw in 1923, and underwent more than 30 operations. He died of cancer on 23 September 1939.Displaying 1 - 30 of 283 reviewsAugust 24, 2018ITdvta txno)\auﬁde va 610(36((0: BlB)\{(x ToL Pp6VYT. Mov apéoel 0 TPAIOG OV AVPAITOOTEL TIG OewPieg TOV, TAPAAO OV KATOEG A0 aLTEG MALOD elvat MOPWYNIEVEG KAl {0WG EMOTNROVIKG Eenepaopéveg...Ia péva
o Z1ykopnovvdog £0eoe Ta eeus)na ™mg \yuxcxvu)\uung KO g youyoloyiag mdvw og EPELVA, KALVOTOPUWVTAG OE snoxsc mov ot mpoAnyetg, ot Sofaoieg kat ot ovelpokpiteg elyav BaAel napwnibeg oTovg AVOPWOIOVS. ZTO UuyKSKplusuo BipAio o <I>pouv1 aoyoleitat He T youyoloyia twv pafwv kat to Eyd. Andadn mo andd pe 1o oOvolo Kat my povdda. ApReT& smepo Bépa, e161k& onpepa 61OV n uu(onomon TwY uvepdmwv elvon evTovdTEPN aIId mOTE, mapdAAnAa pe Ty oﬁve)myn ™mg utoumémmq QLOKE, Sev B unopo{)us va Aelmovy amd pla tétota peAETN Tov
DOpduvT N AM{pmYTO Ko 1) EMPPOEG AVTHG ot pala xat to (x‘rouo Tevira 1 0££0LAAKOTITA KO TO cuun}xayua'r(x nr(xv n B(xcrn 6AwY WY BEwPLdY TOL T1YKopPoLYHOL KAl TOL 411}\00 Tov Tov 'odvyk! December 5, 2018Qpaio keipevo. Ae Ba Kpuww 6T 0 HraBala £xovtag oto puadd pov quxpo‘mcn u(x(wv pe eETPEPLOTIKG YOPOAKTNPX, OnwG pog £6er&av npdogateg avaBldoelg Twy EAoIoTIKRGOY 18w evTog Kot eKTO¢ EAAGBag. And n pedétn g woyoloyiag g palag péoa and AMPdikég oyéoelg (ox€oelg mov £yovp va KGvouvw pe tn Alpmvto dndadn), péxpt v
aalATNOT TWY KATABOADD TOLG OTIG TPWTOYODEG 0pBEC TWD TPWTWY avBpwI{vwY opddwr, N peAéTn avTh elvat yepdtn ané evblagépovoeg 16éeg. Me Alyn mpoonéOeia, pmopel va Katavondel K1 amd K&molov &oyeTo oe Bépata YuIKAG (whg, 6nwe eye. ELoyn ) empéleia twv ekb6oewv [TAEBpov, 6mwg mévta.January 28, 2022YouTube kitap kanalimda insanlarin neden Wattpad kitaplar okuduklarini anlattim: €lkel bir sekilde siirekli ling arayiginda olan Karantina kitabi fanlari, TikTok'ta gece giindiiz takip ettigi insan sehrine geldiginde deliren kiiciikk cocuklar ya
da Enes Batur'un oyun bagimlis1 Minecraft kitlesinin neden 6yle davrandigini merak ediyor musunuz? O zaman bu kitab1 kesinlikle okumalisimiz! Bugiine kadar istisnasiz olarak her yerde kitlelerle karsilastim. Gerek bundan yillar 6nce Facebook'taki gruplarda Allah'imi seven 999 bin kisi aranirken gerekse de tuttugu futbol takimina yildiz bir futbolcunun gelmesi igin kars: tarafin Instagram gonderisini arkadaslariyla birlikte spamlayanlar goriirken aslinda hep bir kitle bombardimanina maruz kaliyordum. Neydi bu kitle? Hangi psikolojiyle ve neye gore yapiyordu
bu davraniglarini?’Madem Karantina kitab: dedik, onun {izerinden olusturayim 6rnegimi de... Biliyorsunuz, ben Beyza Alkog'un Karantina serisini elestirdikten sonra YouTube'da agzim goziim ling olmus ve Karantina kitabinin fanlar: Ku Klux Klan'in kendi ayinlerinde kullandig: iskence aleti gibi beni de sosyal medyanin demir hagina germisti. :(Bu tiir olaylar yasadiktan sonra bu olaylarin derinine inmek istedim ve bu kitlenin mesela neden Beyza Alkog'u 6énderlestirdigini, kadin haklarina o kadar aykir1 yén igermesine ragmen geng kiz gocuklarinin bu kitaplar: ve
yazarini neden putlastirdigini, neden bir elestiri getirildiginde kitlesel olarak savunma durumuna gegctiklerini ve dnderleriyle aralarindaki bu siki bag: olusturan seyleri merak ettim. Nihayet baz1 sonuglara ulastim...Bu gocuklar heniiz kendi kisisel gikarlarinin bile farkinda degil. Kendilerine 6nder olarak belirledikleri Beyza Alkog icin kendi kisisel ¢ikarlarindan 6diin vermeye o kadar diinden razilar ki, kitabin iginde neler yazdigim bile umursamadan bir siire sonra tamamen kendi kitlelerinin yonlendirdigi tabelalar tizerinden ilerliyorlar. Freud bunu ilkellige
bagliyor. Freud'a gére Karantina kitabinin fanlarinin davranislari Yontma Tas Cagi'nda iletisim kurmaya calisan ve bir tiirlii basaramayan insanlarin iletisim bigimlerine ya da futbol takimi taraftarlarinin kitlesel bir sekilde hareket edisi ve putlastirici tezahiiratlari da ilk insanlarin kitlesel bir sekilde yabani domuz avina gikisina benziyor.insanlar kendi irade giicleri ortadan kaybolsun istiyor. Tiim duygu ve diisiinceleri bir énderin hakimiyeti altina girsin istiyor. Artik kendisi olmaktan cikip bir otomat haline déniismek istiyor. Kitlesi yokken sakin ve kendi halinde
takilan birey, kitlesi oldugunda tam bir barbar haline déniisiiyor. G6zii Dostoyevski, Tolstoy, Kafka, Camus, Yasar Kemal'leri degil; sagma sapan Wattpad kitaplan yazarlarindan baska kimseyi gormeyecek kadar bir perdeyle kapaniyor... Bir prestij perdesi!Bu insanlar sosyal bir statii kazanmak, arkadaslik gruplarinda kabul gérmek, prestij sahibi bir insanin kuyrugu olup kendi benliginden 6diin vermek icin o kadar hazirlar ki, kendi benliklerinin elestiri mekanizmalarinin ne kadar degerli oldugunu bile artik fark edemeyecek kadar uyutulmuslar. Kendi
varoluslaryla degil kitlesel varoluglariyla var olmak, onlarin yalitilmiglik duygusunu ellerinden aldig i¢in yalitik olmanin cesaretini degil birileriyle grup olmanin ezikligini tatmak istiyorlar.Ben bu kitlelerin hepsinden bagimsizim, tekim, yegane varhigimla karsimizdayim. Belki de boyle yaparak Harari'nin de dedigi gibi, bir bahgesi olan hapishaneden ¢ikip daha genis bahgesi olan bir baska hapishaneye gegis yapiyorum. Ama olsun! Zaten bilincimiz bizim en biiyiik hapishanemiz degil mi? Diisiince gardiyanlarimizla duygu tutsaklarimiz baskaldirmadig siirece ne
anlami kalirdi bu hayatta yasamanin?Kitle olusturmaya o kadar yatkin insanlarsiniz ki, grup haline gelerek kendinize belirli totemler belirlemek, hi¢ sorgulamadan siirekli birilerinin emirleri altinda hayatiniz boyunca galismak ve sonra 6liip gitmek, kendi benligini unutup etken olmak yerine edilgen olmak size ¢ok kolay geliyor. Ciinkii 6yledir zaten: Kitle olmak kolay, birey olmak ise oldukga zordur.Birilerinin size yaptig: cobanhgi kabul ettiginiz siirece bir siiriniin iginde bulunmaktan kurtulamayacaksiniz. Profilinde kendi tuttugu siyasi partinin dayattiklarindan
baska hicbir diisiince iiretememis fanatikler ya da kendi futbol takiminin ideallerini diger biitiin hayati ideallerden daha iistiin géren holiganlar gibi her zaman bir kitle manipiilasyonu altinda kalacaksiniz. Ne zaman ki bireysel varolusunuzu kesfedeceksiniz, iste o zaman kurtulusa eriseceksiniz...ilkel olmak istemiyorsaniz, kisisel yahtilmighginizla mutluysaniz, birilerine itaat etmek yerine kendi benliginizin besinlerini vermek istiyorsaniz bu kitab1 mutlaka okuyun. Ama sadece bu kitab1 degil, Erich Fromm, Erving Goffman, Alfred Adler gibi isimlerden de kitaplar
okuyun. Bakis acinizin zamanla degistigini siz de goreceksiniz...March 18, 20180ver the last few years, I have pondered the dynamics of group psychology. We see events on TV and the Internet, yet sometimes the underlying evil which appears to be present is difficult to assign to the individuals participating. In other words, the group actions may be unthinkable to an individual; nevertheless, the event happened when they all participated as a group. Curious about the possibilities, [ ventured into Freud’s “Group Psychology.”This is a short book, but I would
not classify it as a quick read. Sometimes it is the translation, other times it is the subject, but a little perseverance makes it all readable and understandable. Some of it seems to be common sense knowledge that appears to be already known by the reader, but sound reasoning is also present and the resultant knowledge gained on the psychology of crowds can be enlightening as well as unnervmg Interesting reading for the curious. Four stars.December 10, 20203.5 sl i joid aS aiS cro Olgis ailivgd 2,9 L 0295 sla,lis, Sl )by quiosi 1o 9 0,3840 Eging0 Grad guwi a LS
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MacCHUTe U BIUSHUETO UM BbPXy HHAuBHAA. OPOIA pa3BuBa Te3H KOHIENINY, KaTO H3CIeiBa MEXaHU3MUTE Ha HAeHTH(GUKAINS U IOTYUHEHUe, TIogYepTaBaiKy, Ye B MacaTa MHAUBUAyaIHaTa BOJIs 0TciIabBa U IMYHOCTTA Ce MOAYMHSIBA Ha OOLIM eMoUuH U nuaepu. TBopbaTa CBbpP3Ba ICUXOAHATUTUYHUTE TEOPUU ChC COLIMOJIOTUSTA, Pa3KPUBaUKK CII0KHATA AUHAMHUKA MKy WHIUBHAYaIHOTO U IPYIOBOTO ch3HaHue. April 5, 2017CymecTByeT cefe 4eI0BeK, OTAENIPHO OT BCEX U KaK KaxkeTCs eMy He B KOM He HyxKfalomuiics. Ho IpUXoguT MOMEHT,KOTia eMy KaxKeTCs,
9TO MOHOJIOT [UIUTCSA CIIMIIKOM [OJITO ¥ €My Hy2KHa IIOOAEeP2XKKa. HaXOJZ[H CBOHX €JUHOMBIIUIEHHUKOB, KaK €My KaXKeTCs Pa3fesIoluX ero MHeHHe IIPDUBOJUT K TOMY , YTO MHEHHE €0HWHO, a II0CJIe 3TO y2Xe COBCEM He ero MHeHHe , a MHeHHe CTaja, B KOTOPOM eCTh CBO#M PYKOBOIUTEIIb. prJZ[OCHOC06HOCTI: YBEJIMYUBAETCHA, @ YMCTBEHHEBIE CITOCOOHOCTH TMOHUXKAITCS. MBICTH KOTOPHIE HE COOTBETCTBYIOT MacCCe, IPUXOOUTCA OCTAaBUThL U MBICJIUTH KakK JIpyrue, CO BpeMeHeM yBepsasd cebs B TOM, YTO 3THU MBICJIM UCXOOUJIA OT CaMOro cebsi. Ka)KHLIﬁ YEeJIOBEK II0 CBOEeMY
YHHUKaJIeH, HO U B TOXKe BpPeMs MbI BCe TakK ITox0xku. KHUra HanucaHa JOCTYIIHBIM SI3BIKOM, TOJIBKO C CEpefuHbl HEMHOI0 ITI0Tepsijia caMy CyTh, UTO U MOCJIYy2KUJIO TOMY, YTO 51 yTpaTuia CBOM BOCTOPT , TaK KakK 3aHecsI0 HeMHOro He B To pycno.There is a person, separately from everyone and as it seems to him not needed anyone else . But a moment comes when it seems to him that the monologue lasts too long and needs support. Finding their like-minded people, it seems to him, sharing his opinion leads to the fact that the opinion is one, and after that it is not his
opinion at all, but the opinion of the herd in which there is a leader. Work capacity increases, and mental abilities go down. Thoughts that do not correspond to the mass, you have to leave and think like others, over time assuring yourself that these thoughts came from yourself. Each person is unique in its own way, but at the same time we are all so similar.The book is written in an accessible language only from the middle a little lost the very essence, which was the reason that I lost my delight, because it went a little in the wrong direction. February 11, 2017¢
el SiRer 9 oolw 2909 olso 1lioslST 1Sainz s aislw Ugn 5 Sole sl oriiles sy e9i ar il o cJJsl OlS o aS ulbd Jod Jai g 29,9 Jul 292 azgi Jils 59> €95 09 e Jlmu 2l oo 0l pb JI aS J,Jmlnm oS .Kwvotavtivog Tcsvrsuglﬁnqurll 18, 2020ITavta elvat evdragépov va BAgnalq we o (ppou() KaTaamevetal pe éva Oépa, Kat to (XlTIO}\OVEI Guucpwvu HE TNV YPWOTN )uunw"nKn TOL Oawpncn Tap 6Aa avTE, av KAt oG npwteg 0eABeg HOLVY £TONOG DX TOV AVAKLPLEW Ts)xglu)q &O0TOY0, OTNY EMOKOINON N Bawpm TOL POV PAVNKE E)\KDO‘T[KT] Kata ta Aayouava ToL N u(x((x eiva
HIOPWYTAG DX QTECOLY OTNY BE0T TOV IATEPK ANwONoAY Tov PO6VO TOVG, KXl PECW TNG TADTIONG HETAED TOLG, LIOOETNOAY KAl HOIPACAD LOOPEPWG TNV AY&IN KIEDAVTL GTOV NYETN- Ipdypa mov {owg va Sikatodoyel kat TNy yévvnon Tov cootadiopod. Evag amootdg wotdoo, 0 momTng, avTKaf1oTwrTag Ty opdn je T0 IpOTWII0 TOL NPWA (IIOVL AVTUIPOCWIIEDEL TNV 0p6N) KATAPEPE VA LIIEPKEPATEL TOV MATEPQ, KAl ba Tov SrapeAioet. H evoyn tomoBéTnoe Tov nyétn oto BaBpo tov Ocod - 16eag (kKat ETOL ALTOLPYOLD 01 P&Teg Xxwpic NyEtn), aAAd TavTéxpOVA NTAV
APKETA 10YLPTN 00TWG WOTE VA AIOTPEWEL T PEAN TNG PETAG AT TO VA AMOCTATNOOLY KXl D& Y&Eovw Tpomo va aveAnyBovv otnp e€ovoia, IPoKePEVOL va unp enavaAngdei n wotopia. Etor dnuiovpyndnke o Beopdg tng ader@dtntag kot evdeyonévwg o @oBog arpoptiag. Tnr B€on Tov matépa Twpa £xel avaddBel n 16éa mov vmokel T pala, Kot 0 vioforéag ovPNBWG eival avTdG oL £xel eKTeDEl MEPLOTOTEPO OTO TAPIOD TOL MATEPX, EXEL EPLOCOTEPO "ndva’, 6nwg o pdoog tov Mwvot| mov KateBaivovvtag amd to (Eiva; avtd elvat to Bovvd;) To MPGTWIIO TOL HTAY
PWTLOPEVO AGyw NG KBEOTIC TOL 0T PAéppa Tov Oe0D. O Mwvong eivat o pecafov mov propei va avTikpioel Tov Oeb, oe avTiBeon pe ™ PAla, GpwWG TAVTOXPOVA MAPALTEITAL KAl &IId TNV OAOKANPWTIKT EVOWRATWAT) TOL HE TO afiwpa Tov NYETN, KABWG av Kot av®TePOG, Hev elvan apKeT& 10¥VPOG yia va Tar BAAEL P TN P&, TEBOPEVOG TNV apXEYOvT) CLVONKN KIIOPLYNG TNG apaToXLoiag mov ovvaye N abed@dtnTa TG opadag pe ta péAN ™G.0 pecgalov, tepéag eivar n évvola g obrdeong Tov atépov pe Tnr mandala, (ovppetpia evdTA), KAt To Apyétvno Tov
elvat N emkowwvia ToL CLYNBELTOL PE TOV AoLPELBNTO VOV, IP&YPA IOV YGONKE Kol 0 GrOPWIIOG AII TNV aIapyn NG totopiag tovg npoonabel va avayartioet. Towg to m&Bog Tov AVOPWITOL yia TNY £vTagn Tov oY pala, va ival n eEWTEPLKT IPOBOAT AVTOL TOL ATOULKOD YWV OV £ivatl HOVAYIKOG Kat Suopevng. Aev elvon Tuyaio mov ekGNAWOELG OTWG Ta TATOLPPAALX £61vaw TOOT YAP& 0TOV GVOPWIIO IOV AIIOMIOLOVTAD TNV OKLTPN TOL KaBNuepvdTTa Pl 0To T000. Onwg Kat oNpepa Ta KapraBaAla, apovy Ty aAAWTPLWOT TOL ATOPOL AIId Ty gpyacia , Kl To
gvtaoovy og mia E£@pev pdla mov ylopTalel PAOKOPOPEREDT), AEG KA PE TN PAOKA Ot KPOWEL TOV IPAYPATIKG TNG exvTd Kat Ba EpBel KOvT& oty opotopop@ia tng opdng. Avtd lads...! EvSiagépov BipAio!March 20, 2019Group psychology and analysis of the ego turned out to be such a valuable book.It turned out to be everything the title says it is and much more.In fact, I purchased this book some months ago and left it on my shelf because, I was missing the energy to start it. Having gone through the effort it was a pleasant surprise because once in a while I
pick a book without specific knowledge, giving it the benefit of the doubt in case just because it caught my attention on the library.The highest point of this book(for me)comically isn’t about Freud itself. It resembles some sort of argumentation and analysis Freud conducted on the work of Gustave Le Bon Titled”Group psychology”.When picking the book I didn’t realize that it featured inside of it the entire book of Le Bon which contains very high value,is intriguing and is in itself a good introduction to social psychology. It is easy to read and I would advise
curious people who are ready to make the effort to read it, I mean the book of Le Bon at least because the analysis of Freud just adds some more little notions of his and tries to tie it with his theory of the psychoanalysis. It’s not a bad move on itself but the more detailed text is that of the author I just discovered by accident: Le Bon. Although, Freud did a pretty good job by adding notions in a way I found concise and precise.I preferred the Le Bon part because I read this work in french so it is the original language which made the reading claire and lucid in
comparaison with the writing of Freud which I find myself liking considerably less because of the translation which in my opinion doesn’t always convey his ideas in the way he meant it and adds unnecessary complexity to some sentences. But in order to read the original works of Freud I would have to learn german which would certainly be a possibility if I ever get reincarnated and have another life to waste or something. In the meantime I will stick with the 3-4 languages I know and will still recommend this book for specific people because I think that on
one hand the informations are valuable but on the other not everyone is interested in them and it demands effort to get through the book.July 28, 2017A detailed yet a comprehensive read. Freud discusses his views on religious faith, and the army, and how these social drivers can cause human kind to commit acts of atrocities. It discusses a few aspects of Freud’s interest in the human mind, and how social drivers drive us to behave.This might feel a little similar to Crowds and Power by Elias Canetti, but unlike Canetti, Freud's work is more balanced i.e
Scientific = Literary.A good read, but this book can be a difficult read without the prior understanding of Freud'’s concepts and notions of the dynamics of the human mind. One must be familiar with Freud's writing (Psychoanalysis) before picking this.November 29, 2016insanligin otoriteler ve diktatérler kar$1smdaki tutumunu, tim tutarsizliklarina ragmen insanlarin diktatorlere gliveninin stirlip gitmesinin sebeplerini ve itaatin altinda yatan psikolojik sﬁregleri anlamak adina hala giincelligini koruyan bir kitap Olanlara ve olanlara karsl toplumun tepki-
sizligine, heplmlzm kafasinda '"Nasil?" sorusu beliriyor ya, bu soruya giizel bir cevap sunuyor Freud, okumas: da gayet kolay, tavsiye ederim.August 6, 2018Katatomotiki avGAvomn Iwg T0 ATOPO0 HUPAKANITEL TO £y TOL dTaw opabomoteitatl yivetar o0voAo pag opddag - pdlag. Kat nwg tTeAika napd tr dnota apyiki mapdppnomn evappéviong pe ) palo yvprape kot naAt miow oto Ey® pag yra va kahdyouvpe TG BaoKEG pag avdykreG. Avatnpol pag Kpttég GAAOTE, LIEP PG evioTe, KAVOLIE KOKAOLG YOPW AIId WUYIKEG PETAIITWOELG, TOTE EVEELAG KAl TIOTE
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(Instincts of the Herd in Peace and War), pralslng their (especially LeBon’s) keen observation of crowd behavior but finding their explanations wanting. Some of the characteristics of crowd behavior: dwindling of the conscious personality; focusing of thoughts and feelings in a common direction; predominance of feelings over thought predominance of the unconscious over the conscious; and a tendency to act on impulse—to take immediate action. Pretty good description, said Freud, but the causes adduced, “hypnotism” or “psychological contagion” or

“heightened suggestibility” or “the herd instinct,” explained absolutely nothing. To find out what is really going on, insisted Freud, we must enter the mind of an individual in the crowd—what is happening inside his psyche? Freud slowly works his way to the answer, en route analyzing several states related to “herd intoxication,” including hypnosis and “being in love.” Here’s some background without which none of Freud'’s theorizing will make sense. *Libido. Freud calls the psyche’s energy the libido. What the sex-based libido attaches to (“cathects”), glows
with life. Normally, in an autonomous adult, most libido is narcissistically invested in his own ego—self-love. However, within the overall psyche the ego has a hard-nosed companion—the superego (often thought of as “the conscience”—moral values introjected from the culture, usually by way of the parents). One vital component of the superego is the “ego ideal.” The ego ideal represents a sort of ideal self, one that meets the most demanding standards of the culture—standards that are, in fact, too demanding—impossibly so. In effect, the ego ideal is always
beating on the ego to be and/or do better. So the psyche’s energy, its libido, is split internally between two elements: the ego and the ego ideal. *Inhibited Aim. Enter the object. Since the libido’s source is the sexual instinct, it is always ready to attach itself to (“cathect”) objects. The first objects so cathected are the parents. The child wants to possess one of the parents sexually—invests some percentage of its libido in the desired parent. But the child soon learns that this is hazardous because it recognizes the other parent as a rival and fears retaliation.
Therefore, the child “represses” the sexual desire (it becomes unconscious)—that is, “inhibits the libido’s aim” of achieving direct sexual satisfaction. Some percentage of the repressed libido is then “sublimated” into more acceptable (to the conscious mind) emotions like affection—in fact, according to Freud this is precisely the origin of affection, as well as of other non-sexual (i.e., sublimated) emotions such as brotherly love.Now we have laid the groundwork for Freud'’s analysis of “being in love,” hypnosis, and the psychology of crowds.*“Being in Love.”
When I am in love, I combine libido that has directly sexual aims with libido that is inhibited in its aims—in other words, I want to possess the woman (“object”) sexually, but also feel toward her tenderness, affection and other aim-inhibited emotions. Further, I tend to become irrational (indeed, sometimes ridiculous) and overvalue my love object because I transfer to her the libido that I normally reserve for my own ego (i.e., my self-love).*Hypnosis. When I am hypnotized, my libido has no direct sexual aim, the aim is fully inhibited, but what happens is that I
put the object (in this case the hypnotist) in place of my ego ideal—the image of the perfect me which I can never attain. Thus I cathect and place myself under the spell of this object that substitutes for the perfect me, while the realizable me, my real ego, is de-cathected, devalued and subordinated.*The Group. When I am in a group, I treat its leader like the hypnotist, replacing my ego ideal with him, so that I am “somebody” only insofar as I am connected with him; in addition, through the psychological mechanism of “identification,” I invest some libido also
in other members of the group, since they are so like me in their relationship to the leader (Freud also ties this members-of-the-group connection to the relationship between early man’s “primal father” and his intimidated but finally murderous sons—but we won’t go into that). And what of the leader himself? “[The leader’s:] ego had few libidinal ties; he loved no one but himself, or other people only insofar as they served his needs. To objects his ego gave way no more than was barely necessary...he may be of a masterful nature, absolutely narcissistic, self-
confident and independent. We know that love puts a check on narcissism, and it would be possible to show how, by operating in this way, it became a factor of civilization.” Are all of these Freudianisms plausible? Do they really explain anything? I would say, “sort of.” Within his scheme, they make sense. And one of Freud’s strengths—perhaps his greatest strength—was that he presented his scheme very well and very persuasively. But as far as group psychology is concerned, he more or less ignored the existential aspect—many seem to join groups not so
much to escape the pressures of hyper-demanding superegos as to find some kind of meaning in their lives, of the sort that was once furnished by religions (a criticism of Freud’s theory long ago made by, among others, C.G. Jung). Today, perhaps more common than the hyper-demanding superego is the hypo-demanding superego—many folks seem to lack sufficient internal guidance and to possess ego ideals modeled on loose bozo celebrities. Do I recommend this book? Only if you've read some basic Freud (such as General Introduction to Psychoanalysis), or
a good independent description of Freudian theory (such as Calvin Hall’s Primer of Freudian Psychology) January 25, 2023" mog@o&oﬁrggc@a@ Lopyggoh ggomamb 999093 30 06)1)1)03 .dobgool oBoqpnBo dog00b LoobBgdgbm ©o Babpo dzmbos, 1)03306)"393701)0 o 30360%ol 6060{00 BB @oml}obﬂmabawo ©o oﬁ)oh@"awgmqgowo November 30, 2021Kitle Psikilojisi uzerine muthis bir kitap. Ancak olayin donup dolasip yine cinsellige gelmesi ve hem sasirtmadi (Freud'dan oturu) hem de farkli bir ufuk acti bende. Kitle psikolosine yklasik 20 yildir kafa yorup da bu kitabi
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pain. Freud believed most if not every psychological problem stemmed from repressed sexuality. Uhh, okay Freud, that would be fine if Ernest Becker hadn't come out of your camp and proved much more eloquently in "The Denial of Death" that it is not repressed sexuality which gives rise to all of our psychologlcal problems, but rather the denial of death, as the title of that book implies. Anyways, lovers of Freud are going to hate me for this review, but who cares they'll probably just chalk it up to me not being able to have sex with my mother.September 2,
2014k sl il (g Tl aisiznll I ladadl o0 Y junlazll *.25lg 5,5 LeJ.c)_\n.. Ul Al o ,uiSs g8l anljis amias Jlu?lud.c Lyl 526 wils, pilall gloil calizog Gualls Jiadl (ols 1)ols sgamdl oS 13]%.6 ppis Al (99 calils oS o ules absic osdy iliso Osrmaus « pgilaS e255 aginisn bl go sswnlly Jalally abV, s adsuall pus eazi jsgazll (b *.85kall a5 Wl Legdsog 83lell 1,15 alid o uins ass ol 3516 W sgaz Yo . ,.u.c,dlgi Sl ol o)l on uniidl jsgazll I aidl esid)l * : lwlusl .. Jiasl asz i sl apjjulnil aswn ole duazy ol ade S 1 85y aépy o) .. owlwYl o leluosi slpall o,Sall pgis @) pziall Ol il
caso della presente, siano fondamentali, anche a scapito di un po' di sintesi. Ad ogni modo, ho sempre trovato le idee di Freud particolarmente accattivanti e il tema delle masse e della massificazione come uno dei piu stimolanti: non potevo non entusiasmarmi di fronte ad un'analisi tanto acuta e anche, spesso, sorprendente, del perché della tendenza gregaria. La teoria della libido € usata in un modo che non ci si aspetterebbe, ma che colpisce per il suo fondo di verita. Viva la psicanalisi.1900-1949 in-italian nonfictionMay 31, 20185 g 351 05,5 Jli> 9, gwluo 18 g,
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manner, but not in any way that suggests the licensor endorses you or your use. ShareAlike — If you remix, transform, or build upon the material, you must distribute your contributions under the same license as the original. No additional restrictions — You may not apply legal terms or technological measures that legally restrict others from doing anything the license permits. You do not have to comply with the license for elements of the material in the public domain or where your use is permitted by an applicable exception or limitation . No warranties are
given. The license may not give you all of the permissions necessary for your intended use. For example, other rights such as publicity, privacy, or moral rights may limit how you use the material. Loading... Ask the publishers to restore access to 500,000+ books. Freud began the book Group Psychology and the Analysis of the Ego with an in depth summary on the subject of group psychology. He begins the work by summarizing the work of a renowned sociologist of his time. Freud agrees with the theories of this sociologist, known as Le Bon. He argues that
the individual gains immense power from association with a group. Consequently, he postulates that individual feels a safety in the mass. Freud argues that an individual derives security from being part of a group. However, this feeling of belonging leads to a loss of the individuals conscious. Thus, any feelings within the group tend to have a great influence on them. The feelings that are transferred to the individual from the mass are then magnified and returned to the group. He seeks to examine in detail, this effect that a huge mass of people tend to have on
the individual. He seeks to examine how the feelings and thoughts of complete stranger can end up having such a significant impact on an individual. Freud references heavily to Le Bon's work. The two most significant ideas he borrows is that; firstly, the group seems to have a single that works in harmony. Consequently, a single incident within the group reverberates throughout the group and influences its action. However, if the same individual were placed in isolation, their behavior and mannerism would be completely different from how they react in the
group. Secondly, he also raises the point proposed by Le Bon where a group is a being formed for a certain purpose. Later on, he continues to quote Le Bon on his theories about hypnosis and contagion in the group psychology. He describes this contagion as the effect an individual in the group has on other members who are in the group. He is also in agreement with Le Bon's assertion that the group causes the individual to express his innermost desires without any inhibitions. Thus, he suggests that the individual in the group is driven by primal instincts,
something that would not be possible if the individual was in isolation. Consequently, he uses this as an explanation as to why individuals who would normally be calm turn violent and uncontrollable in groups. It is because the group psychology draws out the primal being in them. He then turns his attention form Le Bon to the group. He argues that a group is highly influenced by imagery and highly uncontrollable. In addition, he argues that the group, as a being is impulsive and very intolerant. He argues that the only way to control the group is through
extremes. According to him, the group only listens to extremes of anything. In addition, he proposes that the group desires to be ruled. However, he notes that Le Bon does not explore much into the issue of leadership within the group. However, he is impressed by Le Bon's description of the leader having a hypnotic grip on the mass. Freud delves further into the issue of leadership, which he feels Le Bon does not adequately highlight. This is because he wants to find what it is that holds the group together. He postulates that relationships primarily based on
the emotion of love are key to gluing individuals together in the group. He suggests that in order for the individual to blend in to the group he has to give up something. Consequently, the individual gives up his individual likes and inhibitions that make up his personality. In this way, he is able to cope with the demands of the group. In order to identify what really holds the group together, he began a careful examination of armies and the church. He postulates that individuals are coerced into joining these two groups. However, vacating such a group comes at
a huge cost to the individual. He also notes that a single individual holds such groups together. In the Church, Christ is the leader and his love is equal to all his followers. He suggests that this belief in equality of love is key in maintaining cohesiveness in the group. Because of this, the individuals are able to unite with each other. In fact, Freud notes that people in the church tend to regard each other as family. In the army, he notes that this structure is the same. The only difference being that this structure is divided into different types of units. He notes that
the group of the churches and armies represent long-term groups. However, he asserts there is another group that is short lived and destined for a certain purpose. He adds that both are still the same and the dynamics of the group are all quite similar. In order for an individual to overcome their own narcissism and become part of a group, he delves into the discussion on identification. He argues that all individuals identify with each other in the group. In the group, and individual reverts to their primal nature. During this period, he argues that the primal
band was held in place by a feeling of oneness, there was no individual thought and all individuals flowed as a wave. Towards the closing of this work, he returns to the argument about the primal horde. He argues that during this primal grouping, the father figure forced his sons into a group by denying them mating privileges. Consequently, these sons banded up and killed the father for this right. However, with the father gone, an individual had to master up the courage and break free from the group. By doing so, he took up the mantle of leadership of the
tribe. Recent events throughout the world have reignited debate into Freudian ideas. For instance, recent popular movements especially in the Middle East do call for a more intense examination of this work. In addition, the violent nature of most of these groups perhaps can be resolved with insight from Freudian theories. No doubt, this is one of his most examined works. There is also no denying the political implications of his work. His work has definitely helped to inspire many sociologists into developing better theories on group dynamics. Prime Member
Exclusive Offer For a limited time, get Audible Premium Plus free for 3 months. Pick 1 audiobook a month from our unmatched collection—yours to keep (you'll use your first credit now). Listen all you want to thousands of included audiobooks, podcasts, and Originals. Auto-renews at $14.95/mo. after 3 months. Cancel online anytime. Learn more about membership Sold and delivered by Audible, an Amazon company This book is in the public domain and I downloaded it for free. As with all of these public domain works of Freud's that I've read so far the
translation leaves a lot to be desired. I'm certain that Freud's message was clear and lucid in the original German, but here it's obscured by unnecessarily complicated sentence structure that often requires re-reading before it can be fully understood.Here is an example of one of the shorter sentences: "Contagion is a phenomenom of which it is easy to establish the presence, but that it is not easy to explain." To say that a sentence like this requires editing is an understatement. This might be one way to improve it: "The presence of Contagion is easy to identify,
but not so easy to explain." I could have given much worse, and far longer, examples, but the point of it all is that the readibility of the entire book could be better.On the other hand, Freud gives a good description of group-think, and identifies the problems associated with groups. This is one insight (and I won't attempt to edit these examples): "...the individual forming part of a group acquires solely from numerical considerations, a sentiment f invincible power which allows him to yield to instincts which, had he been alone, he would perforce have kept under
restraint." I think that it's worthy to note here that this shows that even otherwise reasonable persons can form up into unruly, destructive mobs. The reasoning power of a mob usually devolves to the lowest level of the members within the mob. "He possesses the spontaneity, the violence, the ferocity, and also the enthusiasm and heroism of primitive beings...then dwells especially upon the lowering in intellectual ability which an individual experiences when he becomes merged in a group." "...goes directly to extremes; if a suspicion is expressed, it is instantly
changed into an incontrovertible certainty; a trace of antipathy is turned into furious hatred."I think we can easily see how this applies to wide ranging events, whatever the place or time. Freud also illustrates how group-think also extends to politics and religion, often combining the two: "If another group tie takes the place of the religious one—and the socialistic tie seems to be succeeding in doing so—then there will be the same intolerance toward outsiders as in the age of the Wars of Religion."And to social networking: "We have only to think of the troop of
women and girls, all of them in love in an enthusiastically sentimental way, who crowd round a singer or pianist after his performance."Keep in mind that this book was written in 1921, but indentifies group behavior that would accurately apply today. To Freud's insight, logic, and clarity of thought I would of course give five out of five stars. To the translated version, four stars only. I still recommend it to anyone who would like to get some insight into groups and group behavior. Freud opens up by suggesting that the split that we often make between the
group and the individual, especially in terms of “psychology,” which means, in other words, the split we make in our research between studying the individual and studying the group, is not a very good one. It is a fictitious split between the individual is by his very nature a social animal, always in some relation to others, and, hence, it is implied, he is inherently a social creature. This is the first point that Freud makes. Freud writes: “in the individual’s mental life someone else is invariably involved, as a model, as an object, as a helper, as an opponent; and so
from the very first individual psychology, in an extended by entirely justifiable sense of the words, is at the same time social psychology.” Okay, but this says nothing of the contemporary condition whereby an individual loses the social and must seek to rebond with society. Thus, for example, many of today’s social movements are forced, through an obscene epistemology, to forge a link with the other — a tenuous and ultimately fleeting link — via foundationless conspiracy theory. Thus, the word conspiracy, its etymological implication, implies that there is a
bringing together (hence the “con-“) of spirits “-spiracy.” The conspiracy is essential a mode of social link, and its major problem is not the truthfulness of its epistemology but rather the tenuousness of its fictions in the establishment of a bond that would otherwise perhaps endure.Freud is in this essay describing a society that is structured according to the Oedipal theory, that is, the family romance, whereby a social group is established at the outside through the enterprising impositions of a non-sensical master figure. Thus, Freud writes that “[t]he individual
in the relations which have already been mentioned — to his parents and to his brothers and sisters, to the person he is in love with, to his friend, and to his physician — comes under the influence of only a single person, or of a very small number of persons, each one of whom has become enormously important to him.” So — what we can say here is not that Freud was wrong, but that he was right, but he was right only in the discourse from which he was implicated: the only discourses of mastery. It becomes a question of ascertaining what within this essay is
still of significance, then, today. Freud’s reduction of the social question to the microcosm of the family structure is not improper but rather misses the essential family structure today: the father is the friend of the child, and the family is, to borrow the expression of the late sociologist Zygmunt Bauman, ‘liquid,’ in that it can take any number of forms. However, the forms that it does often take includes: divorced or separated or single parents, and a single, isolated, lonely child. The father’s authority — not biologically speaking, but discursively — has receded
significantly to give way to a more obscene — “..or worse” — discourse whereby the child is encouraged to enjoy him, her, or, indeed, their, self and the prohibitions which once anchored him within a neurotic discourse have mutated.Freud begins — interrogating Le Bon'’s conception of the “group” — with the question of what unites individuals into a group, into a bond. The bond is the essence of the group, that is, their coherence or consistency, or, rather, what Lacan referred to, in his traditional discourses (seminar 17), as S2. Hence, Freud uses the word
(translated into English since I do not have the German awareness) “harmonize.” The discourse is an apparent harmony, that is, there is a harmony of the group. This, in other words, means that it subsists, that is coheres, consists, and endures, to some considerable extent. I depart from this only for a moment to discuss an observation while I was in India. There are social bonds which form organically, spontaneously, and disband just as quickly — which is to claim that a bond need not cohere, consist, and certainly not endure. While waiting for the traffic to
clear, a pedestrian stands alongside the road in preparation for a crossing. A passage never offers itself to the pedestrian, but, in the meantime, more pedestrians congregate. The pedestrians grow, larger and larger, as the social group achieves its formation, and they spill out into the street, until, finally, a threshold is reached, an obstacle to 30% of the traffic is reached, and the traffic stops to permit the group to cross. The group crosses and just as quickly as they had been formed they disintegrate and disperse. This is enough of an example to demonstrate
that there are groups which do not uphold these Freudian principles. Indeed, India has always been the future of the American social bond: today, the group formation has also mutated, and endurance or consistency/coherence is not a trademark, necessarily, of the group.I return to my thread.Freud continues with a second point concerning the principle of “contagion” within the group, which he treats as a synonym for the hypnotic qualities of a group. Freud writes that “[i]n every group a sentiment and act is contagious, and contagious to such a degree that
an individual readily sacrifices his personal interest to the collective interest.” In this sense, we are correct to call every group fascist. We can think also of the sociological principles put forward by Emile Durkheim on “collective effervescence,” or “altruism” as a social fact of certain social groups (that may give rise to a particular type of suicide, for example). The contagion effect of any group though is not enough of a principle to describe the contemporary situation. Contagion is today not on the side of the epistemology of a group, that is, on the side of the
means by which a social link is formed. Rather, contagion is on the side of what Lacan calls the real, that is, the impossible to say — and it has as its most obvious example the recent pandemic. Thus, the social bond, the group, under the time of the real of contagion, is glued together “too much,” since, at the time of the pandemic our public social bonds are places of “distance” from the privately experienced “too muchness” of proximity to those within our household or bubble. Something here has also shifted, and it is important to point out, then, that Freud
was not wrong — he just was not here, today.The second point from Freud on contagion is only a consequence of the hypnotic function of “fascination” (Freud uses this word — this is the english translation). I derive from the root word, fascism, taking and developing a point from Sergio Benvenuto (e.g., that all groups are fascist). Thus, Freud wrote that there is a “magnetic influence given out by the group [...] in which the hypnotized individual finds himself in the hands of the hypnotizer [...] all feelings and thoughts are bent in the direction determined by
the hypnotizer.” Today, of course, there is an acute awareness of the hypnotizing effect of the group. It has become elevated to a culturally dominant attitude that one should not be “sheep,” thus, the “woke culture,” if I may use that expression, constantly admonishes its public to “wake up” to the way they are being programmed by society. Today the radical gesture is not to claim that the hypnotized are under the sway of the hypnotizer, since that is precisely what the mainstream discourse is all about: it is to demonstrate, I think, that this statement is a
disavowal of the truth. One states it precisely all the more to avoid its consequences.Freud’s problem with Le Bon’s position is that it does not explain who the hypnotizer is — but rather leaves the answer elusively connected somehow to the group formation itself. The important point that I want to make here is that I have noticed that some readers of this essay have conflated Le Bon’s position with Freud’s own position. Let us take Freud’s opening statement as the guide, as our orientation: Freud’s opening statement is that all individual psychology is already
group psychology. And Why? Precisely because of the unconscious. Now, if this is our guiding thread we should note also that to claim that all groups are fascist is much more of Le Bon'’s position, Le Bon’s implications than it is Freud'’s. Freud is rather discussing and interrogating Le Bon’s claims. Thus, when Freud writes that “a group is impulsive, changeable and irritable,” he is merely summarizing Le Bon’s point and not necessarily claiming that it is true. Thus, Freud adds “it [the group] is led almost exclusively by the unconscious.” This statement, taken
in full, seems to be Freud’s because of the use of the word unconscious. Except that there is a footnote here which attributes the statement to Le Bon, which implies, finally, that many of these statements are Freud’s summaries of Le Bon. The only truly hard rock of Freud’s position that we have right now is the guiding orientation, of which I see no reason to disagree: the unconscious implies the group, implies sociability, implies a relationship, or, rather, some vague connection with the Other.However, Freud writes, and footnotes it with a reference to his
own essay on Totem and Taboo, that “the notion of impossibility disappears for the individual in a group.” This is a fascinating claim in that it finds that the authentic group does not lack anything, there is no castration in the authentic group, and hence, no unconscious. It is not what we might expect then: that the group takes hold of the individual through suggestion, and hence renders him or her an obedient servant of the group’s will. It is much more radical than this: the individual is not an individual at the level of the group at all, precisely because there is
no unconscious. Hence, the group is psychotic. I quote Freud: “A group is extraordinarily credulous and open to influence, it has no critical faculty [...] it thinks in images, which call one another up by association [...] and whose agreement with reality is never checked by any reasonable agency.” This statement is incredibly sophisticated. First, you can see that it is not the symbolic that seems to come forth in the group-work but rather the succession of images, and images, that is, signs, are not signifiers. This is the first point I want to make. The second point
is that Freud does not claim that there is a detachment from reality but rather that there is an agreement with reality — that the real is all to present — but it is never checked by any reasonable agency, that is, it is never mediated by the signifier. Freud adds: “a group knows neither doubt nor uncertainty.” Hence, the negations which characterize a neurotic subject are not present: instead there is only certainty, which, in other words, are delusions, and closer to a psychotic experience.Finally, there is excessive jouissance, another trademark of psychosis: “a
group can only be excited by an excessive stimulus [...] he must paint in the most forcible colours, he must exaggerate, and he must repeat the same thing again and again.” Tell me this is not at all related to our current American situation! The echo chamber effect is therefore not a mark of social isolation but rather a mark of social proximity — too much sociability. This is the experience of psychosis, it is the trademark of the pandemic, whereby the distance is produced in the social precisely because for the individual there is *only* sociability and hence no
individuality left.We have next another curious feature which shows the depth of the psyche within the group, and it was also expressed, in an interesting way — incidentally — by Matte Blanco: the symmetry of the unconscious. When one has cancelled one’s subscription to the unconscious, that is, when there appears to be no Other, it is because there is, in fact, only Other — no subject. Thus, the contradictions of the unconscious, of society and of the Other, are no matter for figures like Donald Trump, or on social media. Freud writes: “in groups the most
contradictory ideas can exist side by side and tolerate each other, without any conflict arising from the logical contradiction between them.” Hence, the contradictions that exist within today’s social movements are blatantly apparent, but they leave their adherents completely unfazed. The contradictions do not matter.Earlier I mentioned that the social bond is essentially an epistemic one, a bond is formed with words and signifiers. Well, Freud writes something quite interesting to support this claim: “A group, further, is subject to the truly magical power of
words; they can evoke the most formidable tempests in the group mind, and are also capable of stilling them. [...] It is only necessary in this connection to remember the taboo upon names among primitive people and the magical powers which they ascribe to names and words.’Now, Freud, echoing Le Bon'’s points, seems to agree that all groups are fascist, but he does so only in the same paragraph within which he is summarizing Le Bon’s points. Freud, in another paragraph, seems to correct or add further nuance to Le Bon: “He [the individual] must himself
be held in fascination by a strong faith (an idea) in order to awaken the groups’ faith.” This implies, does it not, that fascism is only possible within the group if the individual has an inclination within himself toward fascination. Thus, the group does not produce fascism into which the subject is positioned, but rather the individual must have a particular mode of consent that enables the fascination.Freud opens the third section of his essay but critiquing Le Bon for not adding anything new to the study of unconscious mental life. Thus, it is important, and Freud
sets it as his own task, to develop something more sophisticated than a simplist account which posits that a leader brings the group into submission, all groups are fascist, and the individual loses himself within the group, and so on. Freud begins by critiquing the notion of fascination — what I have been calling fascism — within the group since it is clear that sometimes the morality of the group can in fact supersede that of the individual, or, rather, sometimes there are ‘good’ groups, groups which are not selfish and so on. However, Freud concludes,
nonetheless, that there is something about solitary intellectual work that sets the condition for genius. Individuals working in solitude, away from the social group, seem to have more intelligence. This, of course, is a basic sociological principle discoverable not only in the 13th century writings of ibn Khaldun on the people of the desert (on the periphery of the social bond) or in the modern German sociology of Georg Simmel, since, for him, the stranger, within a triad, is the place of objectivity about the ongoings of the group. In Canadian sociology we see it in
the work of McLuhan and Harold Innis who argued that Canada is privileged because it is at a distance from America yet also a part of America.But this does not say anything about the fact that today leaders themselves believe themselves outside of the group, or on the periphery of the group. Leaders of all kinds today want to demonstrate to us that they are ex-centric. It is important and it itself is a mode of identification, a way of obtaining power.However, Freud develops something about the jouissance of the group: there is always an amplification of
emotion within the group. The group stirs up emotion. I call this the jouissance of the group, or the jouissance of the Other. This is very important for understanding the contemporary manifestation of power within the new master social discourse because it is not necessarily a fascistic leader which is ruling us or forming us but it is rather a stirring sociability, a society of enjoyment and jouissance.Section four of the essay, on Suggestion and Libido, really highlights Freud’s understanding of the group. Freud'’s version of the group formation has so much more
to do with the intensity of libido, that is, of affect, of jouissance: “”an individual in a group is subjected through its influence to what is often a profound alteration in his mental activity [...] His liability to affect becomes extraordinarily intensified, while his intellectual ability is markedly reduced [...].” You can see that the group is defined here not by shared meanings but rather by a jouissance which overwhelms and invades the individual. The individual forecloses the domain of the signifier, and its illusory signified, and hence, it seems to me, it is only natural,
for those alienated within the group formation, to adopt, at best, an imaginary language of signs and onomatopoeias.Freud claims that “suggestibility” is at the foundation of mental life. This is linked, obviously, with the notion of “fascination,” of which we have made some commentary on fascism. But in the very next statement Freud adds that “instead of this, I shall make an attempt at using the concept of libido for the purpose of throwing light upon group psychology ...” Why libido rather than an extended discussion of suggestibility? Perhaps suggestibility
is a decipherable aspect, related to language and the signifier, but libido is much more enigmatic and is related to what Lacan called jouissance. Libido is drive. It is much more primitive than the primitive notion of suggestibility because it is there at the level of drive rather than desire. In this movement Freud has an intuition about the drive (rather than desire) as a foundation for social life. And this is confirmed by the fact that he brings into play a discussion of love as having as its “nucleus” sexual love and sexual union (“as its aim”). Thus, there is, here, an
epistemic rim, love, around the navel, the darkness of the drives, which is the sexual relationship. And I find myself correct in claiming that it is an “epistemic rim” because Freud writes that “language has carried out an entirely justifiable piece of unification in creating the word ‘love’ [...].” He places love within the domain of language. He does not say the same thing about sex. And he charts a relationship of love to sex: “in its origin, function, and relation to sexual love, ...” implies that love is tenuous related to sex, in that, sex is its origin, and from that
origin, there is, perhaps, love, and the love of the group at the level of desire. But love, its preparation, is founded upon the nucleus of sex, which means that there is something of love, nonetheless, in the domain of the drives. But it is a love which is not a means of overcoming sex, of overcoming the impossibilities of sex, but rather one of precisely making sex possible on the group level. This is Freud’s point, and one which strikes at the heart of our contemporary social bond, based as it is, fundamentally, on sex positive sentiments.It is only in this restricted
sense that we can take Freud’s claim that “love relationships also constitute the essence of the group mind.” Hence, he adds: “love relationships (or, to use a more neutral expression, emotional ties) ...” You relates love here to the affective dimension and not necessarily to a meaningful bond.Section 5, titled “Two Artificial groups: The Church and the Army,” seem to offer us some concrete examples of Freud’s explorations. Freud claims that there are two types of groups: homogeneous ones — made up of the same sort of individuals,” which we can most likely
relate to those that are linked by enjoyment in the contemporary society, and, on the other hand, “unhomogeneous ones.” The former are “natural groups” and the latter are “artificial groups.” I would say that the latter are more common in Freud'’s day in that “they require an external force to keep them together.” Whereas the former do not require the same fascination, the same hierharchal anchoring point. Thus, Freud wrote that the distinction is also one between “leaderless groups and those with leaders.” Hence, today’s social movements, which are a
part of the ruling hegemony, are leaderless groups, apparently anarchic. The master discourse today is precisely this castrated master, this leadership figure, like Trump, or like any anarchist group. It is only in these sense that the two examples i just gave are related. What happens next is that Freud develops some examples of only the artificial groups, those with a leader figure which binds the libido of the group. This extended discussion of artificial groups is no doubt — which were prevalent in Freud’s day — is no doubt why there is a reduction of all
groups to fascination, to hierarchical anchoring points, in reading Freud’s work today.What is interesting, however, is the Christian discussion about how to love thy neighbour implies a certain unjustifiable cruelty toward those who are true neighbours: “a religion, even if it calls itself the religion of love, must be hard and unloving to those who do not belong to it. [...] cruelty and intolerance towards those who do not belong to it are natural to every religion.” This is true, especially, of secular religions such as Christianity which perform intolerance in obscure
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