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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,	2018Πάντα	απολαμβάνω	να	διαβάζω	βιβλία	του	Φρόυντ.	Μου	αρέσει	ο	τρόπος	που	αναπτύσσει	τις	θεωρίες	του,	παρόλο	που	κάποιες	από	αυτές	πλέον	είναι	παρωχημένες	και	ίσως	επιστημονικά	ξεπερασμένες...Για	μένα
ο	Σιγκσμούνδος	έθεσε	τα	θεμέλια	της	ψυχανάλυσης	και	της	ψυχολογίας	πάνω	σε	έρευνα,	καινοτομώντας	σε	εποχές	που	οι	προλήψεις,	οι	δοξασίες	και	οι	ονειροκρίτες	είχαν	βάλει	παρωπίδες	στους	ανθρώπους.	Στο	συγκεκριμένο	βιβλίο	ο	Φρόυντ	ασχολείται	με	την	ψυχολογία	των	μαζών	και	το	Εγώ.	Δηλαδή	πιο	απλά	με	το	σύνολο	και	την	μονάδα.	Αρκετά	επίκαιρο	θέμα,	ειδικά	σήμερα	όπου	η	"μαζοποίηση"	των	ανθρώπων	είναι	εντονότερη	από	ποτέ,	παράλληλα	με	την	σύνθλιψη	της	ατομικότητας.Φυσικά,	δεν	θα	μπορούσε	να	λείπουν	από	μια	τέτοια	μελέτη	του
Φρόυντ	η	λίμπιντο	και	η	επιρροές	αυτής	στην	μάζα	και	το	άτομο.	Γενικά	η	σεξουαλικότητα	και	τα	συμπλέγματα	ήταν	η	βάση	όλων	των	θεωριών	του	Σιγκσμούνδου	και	του	φίλου	του	του	Γιούνγκ!	December	5,	2018Ωραίο	κείμενο.	Δε	θα	κρύψω	ότι	το	διάβαζα	έχοντας	στο	μυαλό	μου	τη	συγκρότηση	μαζών	με	εξτρεμιστικό	χαρακτήρα,	όπως	μας	έδειξαν	πρόσφατες	αναβιώσεις	των	φασιστικών	ιδεών	εντός	και	εκτός	Ελλάδας.	Από	τη	μελέτη	της	ψυχολογίας	της	μάζας	μέσα	από	λιβιδικές	σχέσεις	(σχέσεις	που	έχουν	να	κάνουν	με	τη	λίμπιντο	δηλαδή),	μέχρι	την
αναζήτηση	των	καταβολών	τους	στις	πρωτόγονες	ορδές	των	πρώτων	ανθρωπίνων	ομάδων,	η	μελέτη	αυτή	είναι	γεμάτη	από	ενδιαφέρουσες	ιδέες.	Με	λίγη	προσπάθεια,	μπορεί	να	κατανοηθεί	κι	από	κάποιον	άσχετο	σε	θέματα	ψυχικής	ζωής,	όπως	εγώ.Έξοχη	η	επιμέλεια	των	εκδόσεων	Πλέθρον,	όπως	πάντα.January	28,	2022YouTube	kitap	kanalımda	insanların	neden	Wattpad	kitapları	okuduklarını	anlattım:	�lkel	bir	şekilde	sürekli	linç	arayışında	olan	Karantina	kitabı	fanları,	TikTok'ta	gece	gündüz	takip	ettiği	insan	şehrine	geldiğinde	deliren	küçük	çocuklar	ya
da	Enes	Batur'un	oyun	bağımlısı	Minecraft	kitlesinin	neden	öyle	davrandığını	merak	ediyor	musunuz?	O	zaman	bu	kitabı	kesinlikle	okumalısınız!Bugüne	kadar	istisnasız	olarak	her	yerde	kitlelerle	karşılaştım.	Gerek	bundan	yıllar	önce	Facebook'taki	gruplarda	Allah'ını	seven	999	bin	kişi	aranırken	gerekse	de	tuttuğu	futbol	takımına	yıldız	bir	futbolcunun	gelmesi	için	karşı	tarafın	Instagram	gönderisini	arkadaşlarıyla	birlikte	spamlayanları	görürken	aslında	hep	bir	kitle	bombardımanına	maruz	kalıyordum.	Neydi	bu	kitle?	Hangi	psikolojiyle	ve	neye	göre	yapıyordu
bu	davranışlarını?Madem	Karantina	kitabı	dedik,	onun	üzerinden	oluşturayım	örneğimi	de...	Biliyorsunuz,	ben	Beyza	Alkoç'un	Karantina	serisini	eleştirdikten	sonra	YouTube'da	ağzım	gözüm	linç	olmuş	ve	Karantina	kitabının	fanları	Ku	Klux	Klan'ın	kendi	ayinlerinde	kullandığı	işkence	aleti	gibi	beni	de	sosyal	medyanın	demir	haçına	germişti.	:(Bu	tür	olaylar	yaşadıktan	sonra	bu	olayların	derinine	inmek	istedim	ve	bu	kitlenin	mesela	neden	Beyza	Alkoç'u	önderleştirdiğini,	kadın	haklarına	o	kadar	aykırı	yön	içermesine	rağmen	genç	kız	çocuklarının	bu	kitapları	ve
yazarını	neden	putlaştırdığını,	neden	bir	eleştiri	getirildiğinde	kitlesel	olarak	savunma	durumuna	geçtiklerini	ve	önderleriyle	aralarındaki	bu	sıkı	bağı	oluşturan	şeyleri	merak	ettim.	Nihayet	bazı	sonuçlara	ulaştım...Bu	çocuklar	henüz	kendi	kişisel	çıkarlarının	bile	farkında	değil.	Kendilerine	önder	olarak	belirledikleri	Beyza	Alkoç	için	kendi	kişisel	çıkarlarından	ödün	vermeye	o	kadar	dünden	razılar	ki,	kitabın	içinde	neler	yazdığını	bile	umursamadan	bir	süre	sonra	tamamen	kendi	kitlelerinin	yönlendirdiği	tabelalar	üzerinden	ilerliyorlar.	Freud	bunu	ilkelliğe
bağlıyor.	Freud'a	göre	Karantina	kitabının	fanlarının	davranışları	Yontma	Taş	Çağı'nda	iletişim	kurmaya	çalışan	ve	bir	türlü	başaramayan	insanların	iletişim	biçimlerine	ya	da	futbol	takımı	taraftarlarının	kitlesel	bir	şekilde	hareket	edişi	ve	putlaştırıcı	tezahüratları	da	ilk	insanların	kitlesel	bir	şekilde	yabani	domuz	avına	çıkışına	benziyor.İnsanlar	kendi	irade	güçleri	ortadan	kaybolsun	istiyor.	Tüm	duygu	ve	düşünceleri	bir	önderin	hakimiyeti	altına	girsin	istiyor.	Artık	kendisi	olmaktan	çıkıp	bir	otomat	haline	dönüşmek	istiyor.	Kitlesi	yokken	sakin	ve	kendi	halinde
takılan	birey,	kitlesi	olduğunda	tam	bir	barbar	haline	dönüşüyor.	Gözü	Dostoyevski,	Tolstoy,	Kafka,	Camus,	Yaşar	Kemal'leri	değil;	saçma	sapan	Wattpad	kitapları	yazarlarından	başka	kimseyi	görmeyecek	kadar	bir	perdeyle	kapanıyor...	Bir	prestij	perdesi!Bu	insanlar	sosyal	bir	statü	kazanmak,	arkadaşlık	gruplarında	kabul	görmek,	prestij	sahibi	bir	insanın	kuyruğu	olup	kendi	benliğinden	ödün	vermek	için	o	kadar	hazırlar	ki,	kendi	benliklerinin	eleştiri	mekanizmalarının	ne	kadar	değerli	olduğunu	bile	artık	fark	edemeyecek	kadar	uyutulmuşlar.	Kendi
varoluşlarıyla	değil	kitlesel	varoluşlarıyla	var	olmak,	onların	yalıtılmışlık	duygusunu	ellerinden	aldığı	için	yalıtık	olmanın	cesaretini	değil	birileriyle	grup	olmanın	ezikliğini	tatmak	istiyorlar.Ben	bu	kitlelerin	hepsinden	bağımsızım,	tekim,	yegane	varlığımla	karşınızdayım.	Belki	de	böyle	yaparak	Harari'nin	de	dediği	gibi,	bir	bahçesi	olan	hapishaneden	çıkıp	daha	geniş	bahçesi	olan	bir	başka	hapishaneye	geçiş	yapıyorum.	Ama	olsun!	Zaten	bilincimiz	bizim	en	büyük	hapishanemiz	değil	mi?	Düşünce	gardiyanlarımızla	duygu	tutsaklarımız	başkaldırmadığı	sürece	ne
anlamı	kalırdı	bu	hayatta	yaşamanın?Kitle	oluşturmaya	o	kadar	yatkın	insanlarsınız	ki,	grup	haline	gelerek	kendinize	belirli	totemler	belirlemek,	hiç	sorgulamadan	sürekli	birilerinin	emirleri	altında	hayatınız	boyunca	çalışmak	ve	sonra	ölüp	gitmek,	kendi	benliğini	unutup	etken	olmak	yerine	edilgen	olmak	size	çok	kolay	geliyor.	Çünkü	öyledir	zaten:	Kitle	olmak	kolay,	birey	olmak	ise	oldukça	zordur.Birilerinin	size	yaptığı	çobanlığı	kabul	ettiğiniz	sürece	bir	sürünün	içinde	bulunmaktan	kurtulamayacaksınız.	Profilinde	kendi	tuttuğu	siyasi	partinin	dayattıklarından
başka	hiçbir	düşünce	üretememiş	fanatikler	ya	da	kendi	futbol	takımının	ideallerini	diğer	bütün	hayati	ideallerden	daha	üstün	gören	holiganlar	gibi	her	zaman	bir	kitle	manipülasyonu	altında	kalacaksınız.	Ne	zaman	ki	bireysel	varoluşunuzu	keşfedeceksiniz,	işte	o	zaman	kurtuluşa	erişeceksiniz...İlkel	olmak	istemiyorsanız,	kişisel	yalıtılmışlığınızla	mutluysanız,	birilerine	itaat	etmek	yerine	kendi	benliğinizin	besinlerini	vermek	istiyorsanız	bu	kitabı	mutlaka	okuyun.	Ama	sadece	bu	kitabı	değil,	Erich	Fromm,	Erving	Goffman,	Alfred	Adler	gibi	isimlerden	de	kitaplar
okuyun.	Bakış	açınızın	zamanla	değiştiğini	siz	de	göreceksiniz...March	18,	2018Over	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,	I	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	unnerving.	Interesting	reading	for	the	curious.	Four	stars.December	10,	20203.5	 وا 	 رب 	 زونه 	 هک 	 هنک 	 یم 	 ناونع 	 هنانتورف 	 ،درف 	 ای 	 هدوت 	 یاهراتفر 	 زا 	 یرایسب 	 حیضوت 	 رد 	و	 هرذگیم 	 عوضوم 	 نیمه 	 نییبت 	 هب 	 باتک 	 نیا 	 رد 	 دیورف 	 شلات 	 هیلک .	 تسین 	 دننک 	 یم 	 زورب 	 یدرف 	 یسانشناور 	 رد 	 هک 	 یللع 	و	 اه 	 هشیر 	 زا 	 یتوافتم 	 زیچ 	 هدوت 	 رد 	 درف 	 راتفر 	 هشیر 	 هک 	 هدب 	 حیضوت 	و	 هنک 	 داجیا 	 یا 	 هدوت 	 یسانشناور 	و	 یدرف 	 یسانشناور 	 نایم 	 یلپ 	 هک 	 هنیا 	 لابند 	 دیورف 	 عقاو 	 رد .	 هزادرپ 	 یم 	 ناسنا 	 زا 	 یرگید 	 تلااح 	 حیرشت 	 هب 	 ریزگان 	 ،هگب 	 داوخیم 	 شاتفر 	و	 هدوت 	 زا 	 هک 	 هچنوا 	 حیرشت 	 یارب 	 باتک .	 هتخادرپ 	 نوا 	 یسانش 	 تلع 	و	 هدوت 	 راتفر 	 هب 	 باتک 	 ،دایم 	 رب 	 شمسا 	 زا 	 هک 	 روطنومه

شیسیلگنا 	 یور 	 زا 	 هک 	 هنیا 	 میصوت .	 ندنوخ 	 یارب 	 تفرگ 	 نم 	 زا 	 یدایز 	 یژرنا 	و	 تسین 	 نوور 	 باتک 	 همجرت 	 دوجو 	 نیا 	 اب .	 هنک 	 هداجیا 	 ور 	 هنیمز 	 نیا 	 رد 	 نداد 	 همادا 	 تهج 	 یفاک 	 یواکجنک 	و	 هزیگنا 	 نم 	 رد 	 تسنوت 	و	 دوب 	)!(	 لاگچ 	 یلیخ 	 هک 	 تهج 	 نیا 	 زا 	 هکلب ��	 وب 	 مهف 	 هداس 	 ،شتسه 	 یسانشناور 	 اب 	 شا 	 هجاوم 	 هبرجت 	 نیلوا 	 هک 	 نم 	 لثم 	 یمدآ 	 یارب 	 هک 	 رظن 	 نیا 	 زا 	 یتح 	 هن 	و	 دوب 	 لماک 	و	 عماج 	 هک 	 رظن 	 نیا 	 زا 	 هن 	 ،دوب 	 یبوخ 	 باتک 	 اب 	 هک 	 مگب 	 دیاب 	 تیاهن 	 رد ( هگید 	 راب 	 هی !- لاصا 	 دش 	 یچ .	) دنبای 	 تسد 	 میقتسم 	 یاضرا 	 هب "	 هدش 	 بوکرس 	 لاماک 	 یزیرغ 	 یاهکرحم 	" ریاس 	 دننامه 	 دنشوک 	 یم 	و	 دنریگیم 	 تاشن 	 هدش 	 بوکرس 	 ِهاگآدوخان 	 زا 	 هک 	 زیارغ 	 زا 	 ییاهشخب 	 اب 	 ؛دنا 	 هتفای 	 هار 	 وگا 	 نورد 	 هب 	 ،یلوحت 	ی	 هلحرم 	 نیا 	 یط 	 زا 	 سپ 	 هک 	 زیارغ 	 زا 	 ییاهشخب 	 نایم 	 تسا 	 یضراعت 	 رگنایامن 	و	 دشاب 	 هتفریذپن 	 تروص 	 تیقفوم 	 اب "	 هدش 	 عنم 	 فادها 	 اب 	 زیارغ 	" هب "	 یسنج 	 میقتسم 	 زیارغ 	" زا 	 لوحت 	 هک 	 دنک 	 یم 	 زورب 	 ییاج 	 یورسپاو .	 تسا 	 بیاغ 	 ندوب 	 قشاع 	 رد 	 هک 	 یا 	 هصخشم 	 ،دراد 	 تهابش 	 مزیتونپیه 	و	 هدوت 	 اب 	 ،یورسپاو 	 هنیمز 	 رد 	 یروجنر 	 ناور 	 اجنیا 	 ات .	 یگتفهن 	 هرود 	 هفقو 	 زا 	 سپ "	 یسنج 	 میقتسم 	 یاهدرکراک 	" هناگود 	 عورش 	 ینعی :	 تسا 	 راوتسا 	 ناسنا 	 یودیبیل 	 لوحت 	 رد 	 صاخ 	 یتیعضو 	 رب 	 اما 	 یروجنر 	 ناور . دید 	 ناوت 	 یم 	 زین 	 ندوب 	 قشاع 	 رد 	 ار 	 نآ 	 هیلوا 	 لحارم 	 هک 	 یکیکفت .	 دنک 	 یم 	 داجیا 	 یکیکفت 	 لائدیاوگا 	و	 وگا 	 نایم "	 هدش 	 عنم 	 فادها 	 اب 	 یسنج 	 یاهکرحم 	" اب "	 میقتسم 	 یسنج 	 یاهکرحم 	" ینیزگیاج 	 ،اه 	 تیعضو 	 نیا 	 ود 	 ره 	 رد .	 هدرک 	 نکمم 	 ار 	 رما 	 نیا 	 ،هژبا 	 اب 	 دارفا 	 هباشم 	 هطبار 	 لاامتحا 	 لصا 	 رد 	 هک 	 دراد 	 دوجو 	 زین "	 یراگنا 	 یکیدوخ " هدوت 	 رد 	 اهنآ 	 رب 	 هولاع 	 اما .	 دراد 	 کارتشا 	 ،لائدیاوگا 	 یاج 	 هب 	 هژبا 	 نتخاس 	 نیزگیاج 	 رد 	 روطنیمه 	و	 ،دنک 	 یم 	 ظفح 	 ار 	 نآ 	 ماجسنا 	 هک 	 یزیارغ 	 تیهام 	 رد 	 مزیتونپیه 	 اب 	 هدوت . دهد 	 یم 	 رارق 	 لائدیاوگا 	 یاج 	 هب 	 ار 	 هژبا 	 نآ 	 رد 	و	 تسا 	 راوتسا "	 هدش 	 عنم 	 فادها 	 اب 	 یسنج 	 یاهکرحم 	" رب 	 لماک 	 روط 	 هب 	 اما 	 ،دراد 	 تهابش 	 ندوب 	 قشاع 	 هب 	 ،رفن 	 ود 	 هب 	 ندوب 	 دودحم 	 تهج 	 زا 	 مزیتونپیه . دراد 	 دوجو 	 اج 	 هژبا 	و	 وگا 	 یارب 	 طقف 	 نآ 	 رد 	 هک 	 تسا 	 یتیعضو 	 ،تیعضو 	 نیا .	 دنک 	 یم 	 فوطعم 	 دوخ 	 هب 	 ار 	 هژوس 	 هناشنم 	 هتفیشدوخ 	 یودیبیل - وگا 	 زا 	 یشخب 	 هژبا 	 نآ 	 رد 	 هک 	 ،تسا 	 راوتسا "	 هدش 	 عنم 	 فادها 	 اب 	 یسنج 	 یاهکرحم 	" و "	 یسنج 	 میقتسم 	 یاهکرحم 	" نامز 	 مه 	 روضح 	 رب 	 ندوب 	 قشاع . دش 	 یمن 	 ادا 	 بلطم 	 قح 	 یسراف 	 هب 	 نادرگرب 	 اب 	 نوچ 	 مرایب 	 اجنیا 	 یروطنومه 	 ور 	 تاملک 	 مداد 	 حیجرت 	 لاح 	 نیا 	 اب 	 ،دش 	 هجوتم 	 ور 	 نوشیناعم 	 هشیم 	 ایدپیکیو 	 وت 	 هداس 	 چرس 	 کی 	 هتبلا 	 هک 	 مدش 	 یم 	 هجاوم 	 نوشاهاب 	 هک 	 دندوب 	 راب 	 نیلوا 	 مدوخ 	 یارب 	 هژبا 	 ،ودیبیل 	 ،لائدیاوگا 	 ،وگا 	 لثم 	 یتاملک 	 هک 	 مگب 	 دیاب 	 شلبق 	 اما .	 مدروآ 	 اجنیا 	 ار 	 نوا 	و	 هباتک 	 نیا 	 یارب 	 رورم 	 نیرتایوگ 	 مرظن 	 هب 	 هک 	 هدرک 	 هسیاقم 	 ار 	 دراوم 	 نیا 	 راو 	 هصلاخ 	 روط 	 هب 	 دیورف 	 باتک 	 یاهتنا 	 رد .	 هش 	 یم 	 توافتم 	 یاهراتفر 	 زورب 	 هب 	 رجنم 	 اتیاهن 	 ،اهنوا 	 رد 	 لائدیاوگا 	و	 هژبا 	 اب 	 وگا 	 لماعت 	 هوحن 	 اما 	 نراد 	 یهباشم 	 نارگیزاب 	 یگمه 	 نوا 	 رظن 	 زا 	 هک 	 هنک 	 یم 	 یسررب 	 ار 	 یروجنر 	 ناور 	و	 هدوت 	 ،مزیتونپیه 	 ،قشع 	 تیعضو 	 راهچ 	 ،ودیبیل 	 هیرظن 	 هاگدید 	 زا 	 دیورف .	 تسین 	 صخشم
دیتفرگ 	 شندنوخ 	 هب 	 میمصت 	 رگا 	 دینوخب .June	12,	2020March	25,	2011 يعبت 	 ويفيرلا 	 هب 	 بتكأام 	 ريخ 	 ديورف 	 دنومجيس 	 هرّقأ 	 ام 	 لوح 	 ءيراقلا 	 اذه 	 ثيدح 	 تناك ”.	 ءادعا 	 اهقانتعا 	 نوضفري 	 نم 	 لك 	 رابتعا 	 ىلا 	 ليمو 	 ،دئاقعلا 	 هذه 	 رشن 	 يف 	 ةمومحم 	 ةبغرو 	 ،هدئاقعل 	 ةشقانم 	 يا 	 ةلاحتساو 	 ،هرماولأ 	 ىمعا 	 عوضخو 	 ،هيلا 	 ىزعت 	 يتلا 	 ةوقلا 	 نم 	 فوخ 	 لكش 	 ىلع 	 ةيعامجلا 	 ةينيدلا 	 ةفطاعلل 	 ابطقتسمو 	 رشبلا 	 سنجل 	 اقراخ 	 ربتعي 	 ثيح 	“ يبنلا 	 هبشي 	 روهمجلا 	 ىلا 	 ةبسنلاب 	 ميعزلاف .	 هللإل 	 ميلستلاو 	 ةعاطلا 	 يف 	 ةينيدلا 	 ةلاحلا 	 هبشت 	 ،ةقلطم ”	 ةيئلاو 	“ ةعيبطب 	 مستت 	 هروهمج 	 نيبو 	 هنيب 	 ةصاخ 	 ةقلاع 	 موقت 	 يذلا 	 ميعزلا 	 وا 	 دئاقلا 	 وه 	 لب 	 سفنلا 	 ملاع 	 سيل 	 انه 	 مّونملا 	 نكل 	 ،هضيرمل 	 هتجلاعم 	 يف 	 يسفنلا 	 للحملا 	 اهيلا 	 أجلي 	 يتلا 	 يسيطانغملا 	 ميونتلا 	 ةيلمعل 	 عضاخلا 	 ناسنلاا 	 هبشي 	 امنا 	 ،ةيغاطلا 	 روعشلالا 	 ةوقب 	 عضاخلا 	 يسفنلا 	 روهمجلا 	 اذه 	 نا 	:	 بتك 	 ام 	 ًاصخش 	 تدجو 	 باتكلا 	 اذه 	 لوح 	 ءارّقُلا 	 تاءارق 	 نع 	 ثحبأ 	 تنك

масите	и	влиянието	им	върху	индивида.	Фройд	развива	тези	концепции,	като	изследва	механизмите	на	идентификация	и	подчинение,	подчертавайки,	че	в	масата	индивидуалната	воля	отслабва	и	личността	се	подчинява	на	общи	емоции	и	лидери.	Творбата	свързва	психоаналитичните	теории	със	социологията,	разкривайки	сложната	динамика	между	индивидуалното	и	груповото	съзнание.	April	5,	2017Существует	себе	человек,	отдельно	от	всех	и	как	кажется	ему	не	в	ком	не	нуждающийся.	Но	приходит	момент,когда	ему	кажется,
что	монолог	длится	слишком	долго	и	ему	нужна	поддержка.	Находя	своих	единомышленников,	как	ему	кажется	разделяющих	его	мнение	приводит	к	тому	,	что	мнение	едино,	а	после	это	уже	совсем	не	его	мнение	,	а	мнение	стада,	в	котором	есть	свой	руководитель.	Трудоспособность	увеличивается,	а	умственные	способности	понижаются.	Мысли	которые	не	соответствуют	массе,	приходится	оставить	и	мыслить	как	другие,	со	временем	уверяя	себя	в	том,	что	эти	мысли	исходили	от	самого	себя.	Каждый	человек	по	своему
уникален,	но	и	в	тоже	время	мы	все	так	похожи.	Книга	написана	доступным	языком,	только	с	середины	немного	потеряла	саму	суть,	что	и	послужило	тому,	что	я	утратила	свой	восторг	,	так	как	занесло	немного	не	в	то	русло.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 عوضوم

تسا 	 ىزغمرپ 	و	 هداس 	 دورو 	 هزاورد 	 ،كيمداكآ 	 ريگمشچ 	ى	 هقباس 	 نودب 	و	 ىداع 	 ىا 	 هدنناوخ 	 ىارب 	 ىعون 	 هب 	 ،دنا 	 هدش 	 هدروآ 	 باتك 	 رد 	 هك 	 ىياه 	 لوق 	 لقن 	و	 ديورف 	 ليلحت .	 دوب 	 هجوت 	 لباق 	 دوخ 	 عون 	 رد 	و	 بلاج 	 رايسب 	 ،ديآ 	 ىم 	 رب 	 نآ 	 مان 	 زا 	 هك 	 روطنامه 	 ،باتك .Κωνσταντίνος	ΤσεντεμεΐδηςApril	18,	2020Πάντα	είναι	ενδιαφέρον	να	βλεπεις	πως	ο	φρουδ	καταπιενεται	με	ένα	θέμα,	και	το	αιτιολογεί	σύμφωνα	με	την	γνωστή	λιμπιντικη	του	θεώρηση.	Παρ	όλα	αυτά,	αν	και	στις	πρώτες	σελίδες	ήμουν	έτοιμος	να	τον	ανακυριξω	τελείως	άστοχο,	στην	επισκόπηση	η	θεωρία	του	μου	φάνηκε	ελκυστική.	Κατά	τα	λεγόμενα	του	ή	μάζα	είναι	μια	επανάληψη	της	αρχέγονης	κοινωνίας	όπου	υπήρχε	ένα	πλήθος	(οικογένεια)	και	ένας	πατέρας	(ηγέτης	υποβολέας).	Τα	μέλη	της	ορδης	μην
μπορώντας	να	φτάσουν	στην	θέση	τον	πατέρα	απωθησαν	τον	φθόνο	τους,	και	μέσω	της	ταύτισης	μεταξύ	τους,	υιοθέτησαν	και	μοίρασαν	ισομερώς	την	αγάπη	απέναντι	στον	ηγέτη-	πράγμα	που	ίσως	να	δικαιολογεί	και	την	γέννηση	του	σοσιαλισμού.	Ένας	αποστάτης	ωστόσο,	ο	ποιητής,	αντικαθιστωντας	την	ορδη	με	το	πρόσωπο	του	ήρωα	(που	αντιπροσωπεύει	την	ορδη)	κατάφερε	να	υπερκερασει	τον	πατέρα,	και	να	τον	διαμελισει.	Η	ενοχη	τοποθέτησε	τον	ηγέτη	στο	βάθρο	του	Θεού	-	ιδεας	(και	έτσι	λειτουργούν	οι	μάζες	χωρίς	ηγέτη),	αλλά	ταυτόχρονα	ήταν
αρκετά	ισχυρή	ούτως	ώστε	να	αποτρέψει	τα	μέλη	της	μάζας	από	το	να	αποστατησουν	και	να	ψάξουν	τρόπο	να	ανεληχθουν	στην	εξουσία,	προκειμένου	να	μην	επαναληφθεί	η	ιστορία.	Έτσι	δημιουργήθηκε	ο	θεσμός	της	αδελφότητας	και	ενδεχομένως	ο	φόβος	αιμομιξίας.	Την	θέση	του	πατέρα	τώρα	έχει	αναλάβει	η	ιδέα	που	υποκινει	τη	μάζα,	και	ο	υποβολέας	συνήθως	είναι	αυτός	που	έχει	εκτεθεί	περισσότερο	στο	ταμπού	του	πατέρα,	έχει	περισσότερο	"μάνα",	όπως	ο	μύθος	του	Μωυσή	που	κατεβαίνουντας	από	το	(Σίνα;	αυτό	είναι	το	βουνό;)	το	πρόσωπο	του	ήταν
φωτισμένο	λόγω	της	έκθεσης	του	στο	βλέμμα	του	Θεού.	Ο	Μωυσής	είναι	ο	μεσαζον	που	μπορεί	να	αντικρίσει	τον	Θεό,	σε	αντίθεση	με	τη	μάζα,	όμως	ταυτόχρονα	παραιτείται	και	από	την	ολοκληρωτική	ενσωμάτωση	του	με	το	αξίωμα	του	ηγέτη,	καθώς	αν	και	ανώτερος,	δεν	είναι	αρκετά	ισχυρός	για	να	τα	βάλει	με	τη	μάζα,	σεβομενος	την	αρχέγονη	συνθήκη	αποφυγής	της	αιματοχυσίας	που	σύναψε	η	αδελφότητα	της	ομαδας	με	τα	μέλη	της.Ο	μεσαζον,	ιερέας	είναι	η	έννοια	της	σύνδεσης	του	ατόμου	με	την	mandala,	(συμμετρία	ενότητα),	και	το	Αρχέτυπο	Του
είναι	η	επικοινωνία	του	συνηδειτου	με	τον	ασυνείδητο	νου,	πράγμα	που	χάθηκε	και	ο	άνθρωπος	απ	την	απαρχη	της	ιστορίας	τους	προσπαθεί	να	αναχαιτίσει.	Ίσως	το	πάθος	του	ανθρώπου	για	την	ένταξη	του	στην	μάζα,	να	είναι	η	εξωτερική	προβολή	αυτου	του	ατομικού	αγώνα	που	είναι	μοναχικός	και	δυσμενής.	Δεν	είναι	τυχαίο	που	εκδηλώσεις	όπως	τα	σατουρναλια	έδιναν	τόση	χαρά	στον	άνθρωπο	που	αποποιουταν	την	οκνηρη	του	καθημερινότητα	μια	στο	τόσο.	Όπως	και	σήμερα	τα	καρναβάλια,	αρουν	την	αλλωτριωση	του	ατομου	από	την	εργασία	,	και	το
εντασουν	σε	μια	ξέφρενη	μάζα	που	γιορτάζει	μασκοφορεμενη,	λες	και	με	τη	μάσκα	θα	κρύψει	τον	πραγματικό	της	εαυτό	και	θα	έρθει	κοντά	στην	ομοιομορφία	της	ορδης.	Αυτά	lads...!	Ενδιαφέρον	βιβλίο!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,	2016İnsanlığın	otoriteler	ve	diktatörler	karşısındaki	tutumunu,	tüm	tutarsızlıklarına	rağmen	insanların	diktatörlere	güveninin	sürüp	gitmesinin	sebeplerini	ve	itaatin	altında	yatan	psikolojik	süreçleri	anlamak	adına	hala	güncelliğini	koruyan	bir	kitap.	Olanlara	ve	olanlara	karşı	toplumun	tepki-
sizliğine,	hepimizin	kafasında	''Nasıl?''	sorusu	beliriyor	ya,	bu	soruya	güzel	bir	cevap	sunuyor	Freud,	okuması	da	gayet	kolay,	tavsiye	ederim.August	6,	2018Κατατοπιστική	ανάλυση	πως	το	άτομο	παρακάμπτει	το	εγώ	του	όταν	ομαδοποιείται	γίνεται	σύνολο	μιας	ομάδας	-	μάζας.	Και	πως	τελικά	παρά	την	όποια	αρχική	παρόρμηση	εναρμόνισης	με	τη	μάζα	γυρνάμε	και	πάλι	πίσω	στο	Εγώ	μας	για	να	καλύψουμε	τις	βασικές	μας	ανάγκες.	Αυστηροί	μας	κριτές	άλλοτε,	υπέρ	μας	ενίοτε,	κάνουμε	κύκλους	γύρω	από	ψυχικές	μεταπτώσεις,	πότε	ευεξίας	και	πότε
μελαγχολίας	με	μόνο	σκοπό	να	αυτό	προσδιοριστούμε.May	18,	2015 تسه 	 هدیاف 	 هب 	 دیفم 	 اعطق 	 یلو 	 دروآ 	 رد 	 رس 	 شزا 	 ندنوخ 	 راب 	 کی 	 اب 	 هشب 	 یساتشناور 	 مک 	 تاعلاطا 	 اب 	 هک 	 تسین 	 یباتک 	 هتبلا . دزادرپ 	 یم 	 هدوت 	 نومه 	 ای 	 هورگ 	 رد 	 دارفا 	 راتفر 	 یسررب 	 هب 	 دیا 	 یم 	 رب 	 شمسا 	 زا 	 هک 	 روطنامه 	 هک 	 هدرک 	 رشتنم 	 وگا 	 لیلحت 	و	 یا 	 هدوت 	 یسانش 	 ناور 	 مسا 	 هب 	 ین 	 رشن 	 هک 	 هداعلا 	 قوف 	 یا 	 هلاقم .	June	5,	2018 هباتک 	 همجرت 	 طقف 	و	 طقف 	 اه 	 هراتس 	 ندوب 	 مک 	 تلع 	و	 منوخب 	 ور 	 باتک 	 یسیلگنا 	 هخسن 	 مدادیم 	 حیجرت .	 درکیم 	 ناوخ 	 تخس 	 تدش 	 هب 	 ور 	 باتک 	 هک 	 دوب 	 هدش 	 یدب 	 یلیخ 	 همجرت 	 هنافساتم 	 یلو 	 تشاد 	 یبوخ 	 رایسب 	 یاوتحم 	 ندوب 	 هاتوک 	 مغریلع August	1,	2009	During	his	long	career	Freud	focused	almost	entirely	on	the	psychology	of	the	individual,	but	he	did	make	this	one	foray	into	the	psychology	of	the	group	(which,	not	unexpectedly,	he	promptly	reduced	to	the	psychology	of	the	individual).	He	starts	his	investigation	by	reviewing	the	work	of	Gustave	LeBon	(The	Psychology	of	Crowds),	William	McDougall	(The	Group	Mind)	and	William	Trotter
(Instincts	of	the	Herd	in	Peace	and	War),	praising	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"თავდაპირველად	სიტყვებს	დათმობ,	შემდეგ	კი	არსსაც".მასების	ანალიზი	ძალიან	საინტერესო	და	ზუსტი	მგონია,	სიყვარულისა	და	ჰიპნოზის	ნაწილი	-	ცოტა	დაუსაბუთებელი	და	არასრულყოფილი.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
ilk	kez	okumus	olmam	da	enteresan.August	4,	2021Gần	đây	tò	mò	cái	Mbti	nên	dần	lết	về	Carl	Jung,	rồi	lết	ra	Sigmund	Freud..	Lần	nào	đọc	Phân	tâm	học	cũng	thấy	rợn	người,	vì	chủ	đề	thường	là	về	‘Một	phần	trong	ta	mà	ta	không	biết’.	Eo.	Riêng	quyển	này	đã	làm	sứt	mẻ	in	ít	lòng	ái	mộ	trong	lành	nhất	của	t	trước	nay	với	chữ	Love	trong	tôn	giáo...April	22,	2014 لثمتملا 	 يعامجلا 	 لاثملا 	 حلاصل 	 هانأ 	 لاثم 	 نع 	 درفلا 	 فوزع 	 نأ 	 دعب 	 ًايئاحيا 	 دارفلأا 	 ءلاؤه 	 ةدايق 	 ميعزلل 	 نكمي 	 اذكه . ضعبلا 	 مهضعب 	 عم 	 مهانأ 	 يف 	 يلاتلاب 	 اوهامتو 	 ،دحاو 	 عوضومب 	 يلاثملا 	 هانأ 	 روهمجلا 	 دارفأ 	 نم 	 درف 	 لك 	 لدبتسي 	 اذا 	،" يهامتلاب 	" فرعت 	 يسنجلالا 	 تيبثتلا 	 اذه 	 لثم 	 ىلا 	 يضفت 	 يتلا 	 تايللآاو .	 ةيسوريلاا 	 اهلويم 	 نع 	 تفرحنا 	 يتلاو 	 فدهلا 	 ةفوفكم 	 ةيبحلا 	 تاقلاعلا 	 سفن 	 يه 	 امنا 	 ،ةرشابم 	 ةيسنج 	 فادهأ 	 تسيل 	 ةينادجولا 	 طباورلا 	 هذه 	 لثم 	 نكل 	 ،عوضوملا 	 وحن 	 وديبيللا 	 هاجتاو 	 درفلا 	 دنع 	 ةيسجرنلا 	 انلأا 	 دييقت 	 نم 	 لكشتي 	 ديورف 	 بسح 	 روهمجلا ... توبكملاو 	 ،يهامتلاو 	 ،صوكنلاو 	 ،طاقسلإاو 	 ،ىلعلأا 	 انلأاو 	 ،انلأا 	 لثم 	 ىرخلأا 	 يسفنلا 	 ليلحتلا 	 تاودأب 	 ًانيعتسمو 	 ،اهليلحت 	 ًلاواحم 	 ،هليبس 	 ضرتعت 	 ةرهاظ 	 ةيأ 	 ىلع 	 ةيسنجلا 	 عفاودلاو 	 وديبيللا 	 ةقرطمب 	 ًامود 	 قرطي 	 يذلا 	 ديورف 	 دنع 	 ًلاوبق 	لا	 تاريسفتلا 	 هذه 	 لثم .	 ىرخأ 	 ةهج 	 نم 	 ءامعزلا 	 ةبيهو 	 ةهج 	 نم 	 دارفلأا 	 نيب 	 لدابتملا 	 ءاحيلاا 	 ىلإ 	 اهّدرمو 	 ،فيصوتلا 	 ىلع 	 ترصتقا 	 ةعامجلا 	 يف 	 ةطرخنملا 	 ةيدرفلا 	 سفنلاو 	 ةيعامجلا 	 سفنلا 	 يديعص 	 ىلع 	 كلت 	 هتلامّأت 	 نّإف 	،" ريهامجلا 	 سفن 	 ملع 	" ريهشلا 	 هباتك 	 يف 	 ريهامجلل 	 ةيسفنلا 	 رهاوظلل 	 ةقيقدلا 	 هتاظحلام 	 يف 	 عرب 	 دق 	 نوبول 	 فاتسوغ 	 ناك 	 اذا

ةسينكلاو 	 شيجلا 	 تاسسؤم 	 يف 	 امك 	 اهريظحتو 	 عفاودلا 	 اذهل 	 فك 	 يناثلا 	 بلطتي 	 امنيب 	 ،ةيدرفلا 	 ىلع 	 زيكرت 	 لولأاف 	 ؛ةعامجلاب 	 طابترلااو 	 يسنجلا 	 بحلا 	 نيب 	 ضراعتلا 	 نوكي 	 انه 	 نمو .	 ةفوفكم 	 ةيسنج 	 عفاود 	 ىوس 	 فاطملا 	 رخآ 	 يف 	 وه 	 ام 	 ،ةيعامجلا 	 حورلا 	 يف 	 ةيلقعلا 	 مهتئافكو 	 ةيتاذلا 	 مهتدارف 	 رشبلا 	 هيف 	 دقفي 	 يذلا 	 يعمجلا 	 روعشلالاب 	 نوبول 	 فاتسوغ 	 هامسا 	 امف 	 ،يعامجلا 	 ليكشتلل 	 ديورف 	 ليلحت 	 وه 	 اذه . يسيطانغملا 	 ميونتلا 	 يف 	 لاحلا 	 وه 	 امك "	 ماونلا 	" ةقلاع 	 يه 	 يتلا 	 انلأا 	 لاثمل 	 عوضوملا 	 لادبتسا 	 ةقلاع 	 مهدئاقب 	 مهتقلاعو 	 ،نيرخلآا 	 عومجمب 	 درف 	 لكل 	 انلأا "	 يهامت 	" ةقلاع 	 مهنيب 	 اميف 	 دارفلأا 	 ةقلاع 	 كلذب 	 نوكيف .	 ميعزلاب .May	4,	2016I	tried	getting	into	this	book,	I	really	did.	I	thought	it	was	going	to	help	me	see	the	idiocy	of	crowds	in	a	more	enlightening	way.	All	it	did	was	confirm	what	I	already	knew.	That	people	in	crowds	are	a	lot	less	rational.	Of	course	there's	a	whole	bunch	of	sexual	stuff	having	to	do	with	Oedipus	and	wanting	to	kill	your	father	and	have	sex	with	your	mother,	weird,	ancient	greek	myth	type	stuff,	and	all	that,	but	why	don't	I	just	spare	you	the
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	psychological	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,
2014 ًاماهوأ 	 بلطت 	 يهف .	 ًادبا 	 هقيقحلا 	 ىلا 	 أمظلا 	 فرعت 	لا	 ريهامجلا .*	 دحاو 	 ٌدرف 	 اهيلع 	 ردقي 	 يتلا 	 كلت 	 نم 	 ريثكب 	 عفرأ 	 ههازنو 	 هيحضت 	 لاعفأ 	 ىلع 	 اضيا 	 رًداق 	 هنإف، 	 مئارجلا 	 عاونا 	 فلتخمو 	 قرحلاو 	 لتقلا 	 ىلع 	 ًارداق 	 روهمجلا 	 ناك 	 اذإ .* ةريرش 	 بلاغلا 	 يفو 	 ،هلئاه 	 نكل 	 هرباعو 	 ةفينع 	 هوقب 	 نيأبعم 	 نوحبصيو 	،	 مهتئافك 	 مدعو 	 مهتينودب 	 ساسحلاا 	 نم 	 دوسحلاو 	 لهاجلاو 	 هلبلأاررحتيف 	 ةيلؤسملا 	 سح 	 مدعني 	 روهمجلا 	 يف .*	 ةدابعلا 	 ةجرد 	 ىلا 	 ًاعوفرمو 	 ةداعلل 	 ًاقراخ 	 ِهلبِق 	 نم 	 ربتعي 	 ميعز 	 وا 	 دئاق 	 لاب 	 روهمج 	 لاف 	،	 ميعزلا 	 وأ 	 دئاقلا 	 وأ 	 ضرحمُلا 	 وه 	 يسفنلا 	 روهمجلا 	 ىلا 	 ةبسنلاب 	 مونمُلا 	:	*	 تاسابتقا 	..	 لضفا 	 همجرت 	 وا 	 هيزيلجنا 	 هخسن 	 ىلع 	 لصحي 	 نا 	 هيلع 	 باتكلا 	 اذه 	 ةءارقب 	 بغري 	 نمل 	..	 ساسلاا 	 نم 	 اهليصوت 	 دارملا 	 هركفلا 	 مهفي 	 مل 	 مجرتملا 	 نأب 	 دقتعا 	 ينلعجام 	 اذهو 	،	 ناقتاب 	 هغاصم 	 ريغ 	 عئاقولاو 	 هلثملأا 	 نأ 	 ريغ 	..	 هعارب 	 لكب 	 ءيراقلا 	 تيتشت 	 ىلع 	 رداق 	،	 هنكمم 	 هقيرط 	 ءوسأب 	 مجرتمُ 	 باتكلا 	!	 ًاقبسم 	 حرطام 	 ةحص 	 يف 	 نوبول 	 ةردق 	 ديكأت 	 وه 	 باتكلا 	 هلعفام 	 لك 	 نا 	 لاا 	،	 تاطاقساو 	 صقاون 	 نم 	 اهللخت 	 امل 	 عومجلا 	 سفن 	 ملع 	 لوح 	 نوبول 	 فاتسوغ 	 ةيرظن 	 ىلع 	 ًادر 	 باتكلا 	 اذه 	 نوكي 	 نا 	 ضرتفملا 	 نم
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	più	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	è	usata	in	un	modo	che	non	ci	si	aspetterebbe,	ma	che	colpisce	per	il	suo	fondo	di	verità.	Viva	la	psicanalisi.1900-1949	in-italian	nonfictionMay	31,	2018 رد 	و	 دوب 	 هدرک 	 لابند 	 ور 	 شتایضرف 	 دیورف 	 هکنیاهربب 	 یدایز 	 نامز 	 باتک 	 ندنوخ 	 دش 	 ثعاب 	 نیمه 	و	 مشب 	 هجوتم 	 رتهب 	 ور 	 باتک 	 ات 	 منودب 	و	 منوخب 	و	 منک 	 چرس 	 ورازیچ 	 یلیخ 	 هک 	 دوب 	 زاین . دوب 	 ازیچ 	 یلیخ 	 خنرس 	و	 عورش 	 مدنوخن 	 دیورف 	 مجسنم 	 تقوچیه 	 هک 	 نم 	 یارب . دوب 	 یبوخ 	 یلیخ 	 باتک

متشاد 	 تسود 	 مه 	 ور 	 نوش 	 هسیاقم 	و	 مزیتونپیه 	و	 قشع 	 یسرربیشاب 	 فلاخم 	 ای 	 قفاوم 	و	 ینک 	 کف 	 شهب 	 هک 	 ینکیم 	 ادیپ 	 یزیچ 	 یلک 	و	 ینوخیم 	 هک 	 انیزادوب 	 یا 	 هدنزوما 	 باتک 	 اعقاو 	 اما،هشن 	 دقن 	 نوبول 	 یدنب 	 میسقت 	 لکش 	 طقف 	و	 هشب 	 ماجنا 	 رت 	 قیقد 	 تسنوتیم 	 اه 	 هدوت 	 یدنب 	 میسقت 	 هک 	 دنچرههشب 	 هدیچ 	 ضرف 	 نوا 	 ندیمهف 	 یارب 	 مزلا 	 تامدقم 	 مه 	 هشب 	 ظفح 	 یعوضوم 	 ماجسنا 	 مه 	 هک 	 دشیم 	 ثعاب؛دوب 	 هداد 	 حیضوت 	 ور 	 دوب 	 مزلا 	 هک 	 ییاهزیچ 	 ندرک 	 لابند 	 نیا Displaying	1	-	30	of	283	reviewsGet	help	and	learn	more	about	the	design.	Share	—	copy	and	redistribute	the	material	in	any	medium	or	format	for	any	purpose,	even	commercially.	Adapt	—	remix,	transform,	and	build	upon	the	material	for	any	purpose,	even	commercially.	
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
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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
and	dishonest	ways:	through	incorporation	into	a	disavowed	universality	of	loving	thy	neighbour,	tolerance	only	to	those	who	admit	the	grounding	principle	of	tolerance.	Freud	claims	that	one	will	find	the	same	intolerance	within	socialism.	Share	—	copy	and	redistribute	the	material	in	any	medium	or	format	for	any	purpose,	even	commercially.	Adapt	—	remix,	transform,	and	build	upon	the	material	for	any	purpose,	even	commercially.	The	licensor	cannot	revoke	these	freedoms	as	long	as	you	follow	the	license	terms.	Attribution	—	You	must	give	appropriate
credit	,	provide	a	link	to	the	license,	and	indicate	if	changes	were	made	.	You	may	do	so	in	any	reasonable	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.


