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Much of political science ean be thought qﬂ o5 an =tie

the comnections betw=en individnsl and group behavior. ¢
provide the most s‘afiatacﬁory beginning for a .r’.'-__-;-;,;,
. it does accentuate tho concern of polit\i-cal
individoal snd the nature of soclety. Political theowds tg heve
been interested in the state and the statesman, ths zlnEZ;f -
munity and the citizen, historical forces and individual sheiers
theories must be premised on either exp]_;cit or implicit -...n":'l:'

Fgnm %

nature of man.and of socicty, hence the political seientist s of &

L]

.'.*

extent both a psychologist and a socioclogist.

These wers the quzlities of the traditional polificad llui ‘,
important forerunners of the discipline were sl=o in their fiee fRe S
authorities on cuestions about human nature and the structore of S

Aristotle and Machiavelll, Hobbes, Locke, and Rousseau wers SOBcEES

with the traites and arts of political leaders, but with the basic;'v¥nﬁ—it

man; and in Plato we have zome remarkable anticipations of Sosss

S
g

Similarly, traditional political theorists were conccrnad Wil Fass



‘and soclety to mormstive stand

E 3
stitutions, For example, one strand nf tnis 1 h~ o

can be readily sunmedupundertheruhricatmas&g L
concept. The universe wes conceived as ration_al md m
Fower to understand it; given the right sort of insﬁ. .= L
tionally according to their enlightened self-intervst. |
a happy and harmonious social order.l Other syatems, ﬁf r
on the premise that man's essential nature is brutal, sell ' J ..r'
evil., Clearly the traditionzl political theorist did Aot ] "“T
gical considerztions; on the contrary, he often permitted h;ﬂ X e
notions to color all aspects of his theories.
The contemporary political séientist wishing to folloh &R

confronted with an infinitely more difficult task. The iz ral pﬂ'

"
B =

traordinary rate of growth of specialized knowledge zbout p-'**'n:tln STt .
ciologicel matters. Msny political scientists have come t6 Fal *

hopeless to attempt to incorporate these intellectual dewsioimasss i
political theories; and therefore, finding it impossible T8 FELISSES

of the earlier politicsl theordists; they have dacided Snsleanl T8

*-I:.J.T

-
=~
% £

1Por an excellent outline of the peychologiczl prerdsas
. tical theory and of the problems posed by modarn paychalasy & e
"Democratic Psychology and Democratic VWorld COrder,"lsrld Fallftss Sl
July 199, pp. 553-56kL. S




abont politi.cal relationships were generally p:
adequate notions of human nature. The cowépt _v'g"
altered. At the same time Freud held out the promise of

peychological view of man, and quite another matter to rel
psychoanalysis to political analyaie. In spite of the e
are ready to try %o enrich political science with F'reud's

I

tributions, it must be acknowledged that the resulis are oﬁcﬁ ke

times even grotesque. In what meaningful ways can the pol:l i .'

zens, have altered our image of man? _

In performing the pathbreaking role of applying psychoanﬂmm o
to political snalysis, Harold D. Lasswell placed the relationship betw
motivations and public acts at the center of his approach. Ha ou _-:
the dynamics of politicsl action were to be found in the eonﬁgura !'
individual personality and not just in the grand issm of hiatoq
be remembered that Lasswell suggested a formula for expressing the &

aspects of political man: p| d} r = P, in which p equaled private motises

.



is fundamentsl to sl politiesl behavior, and the key
Ve find him writing tl;at: "Nations, classes, tribes, and
treated as collective symbole in the name of which the ind:
elementary urges for supreme -power, for omniscience, for am
And again he stated that: "Indeed one of the principal funct
remote objectsy like mrtion; and classes, 1s to serve as ¢,-"‘
of many of the tensions which might discharge disastrously in
tionships."3 :
Lasswell's efforts to trace the comnections between private motis
public acts represented an attempt to deal, on a systematic baaiu. ‘d!tg
dnds of problems that political biograpiers have TonaiscHEnuE |
relationship between the child and the man, between personal penuli.ar.!.
political preferences, between private frustrations and public ambit

IHarcld D. Lasswell, Pa%ogatholog and Politics, Chicajor ﬂni.rer!ﬂ.
Chicagic; Press, 1930, ppe Th=

a.m‘.ld D, Lasswell, World Politics and Personal Tnsecurity. Hew Yor

Whit sey HUI'.IBB’ 1930, p:?g 4
dey P. 733 quoted in Helen lMerrell Lynd, On Shame and the Saa

Identity, New York: Harcourt, Brace and Co., 1956, pp. 97-90.




policyo :

Thus, in advancing the view that the sopi'al process co
suing values, through institutions by means of available
implied that the individual and his value preferences are una
instituticns another.l Some institutions may be more nppmpﬂl\! f'_: ¢
for maximizing particular values, but in the last analysis instity
based on functions that involve more than individual pmfe'raneeﬂ. - Sy

Lasswell pointed to the likelihood of certain personality types bsing more
_ 7

successful in particular political roles, but he rigidly held That ths B
character of amy political role is determined by its functions in the p

process and not for the perscnality. By posing the problem in thece 1: “-7'»'

Lasswell avoided the error, fregquently made by psychologists, of sea!.n_g' !_ s
homo politicus as a distinct personality type characterized by =n “ne J
e e A

craving for power. He defined instead a variety of political yalss snd pel

tical personality ty'pes.2 In particular, Lasswell identified parios 3 -: 3
sonality types with the political roles of the administratop, Lis azita \’
*"" rL

1Harold D. Lasswell, Power and Personality, New York: W.l. Neston.

| Ppcl 17 ,Ié‘.'
621bid. s Chapters 1I-IV, S




non-political, i.e. the social and personal aspec!
formmlation of the relationship between pmdual&ﬁl
example, studies of the socizl backgrounds of po“.l:.l.ﬁuﬂ
political identificaticns s and the informgl factors that 1
The same assumptions about the relationships between peréi;_ X
can be found in most of the studies of voting behm:lar.:’ Implicif in m
studies is the notion that personzlity and "informal™ considerat:
Sirrational” with respact to the logic of public institutions.

There have been numerous attempts to bridge the gap that Lasswell h
betwesn the private and ths public, between the dimension of porannﬁé.'q’
sphere of politics. In general these attempts may be divided intc two categor
First, there are those efforts to find direct correlations betwsen the form

of specific personzlity types and political behavior. These == lttewhi . e

lHarold D, Lasswell, Psychopathology and Politics, Chicapo: Uni.mmﬁ.ﬁ r
Chic Press, 1930, pp. Sﬁg b
The most outstanding examples would be the Hoover Institute Studies iﬁ the
RADIR project which were authored by Daniel Lernmer, Ithiel deScla Fool, Robast
North, and others. -
3Harold F. Gosnell, Grass Roots Polities: Nationsl Voting Behsvior of
States, Washington: American Council on Public Affairs, 10423 raul F. Lavare.
Bernard Berelson, and Hazel Gaudet, The Peoples' Choice, New Yorlk: Columbia U
versity Press, 1948; Bernard R. Berelson, arsfeld, snd Willdiam N,
Voting, Chicago: Univeraity of Chicago Presa, 195h; and Angus cgmpball, Ge)




approach has centered on the s tudy of various aspect:

tion process.

1s related to all the other factors which might influy

-,l' y
and others involved in work on personality-snd-culture. In copseivin

as the pattern of basic values reflected in all phases of life, &
has assumed a very close and direct relationship between personality

:' r.'-l‘l

behavior. This approach has largely taken the form of national character st

s

the names of Ralph Linton, Margaret Mead, Ruth Benedict, and Geom# orer

readily to mind. Historians have, of course, long employed unspecified notic

1among the best statements of the methodology of this form of payeho- :

cultural an

tical Acts,™ Vorld Polif

Kardiner, The
Press, 19L5; T

and Harold D, Lasswell (eds), The Policy
and Method, Stanford: Stanford University Fress, 1951,

ars:

OLl0fFlL

aret

Nathan Leites, "Psycho-Cultural liypotheses About Polie
iies, Vol. I, No. 1, October 1948, pp. 102-119: Ab;
cal tiers of Socie New York: Columbia Upd
ad, tudy of National Character,” in Danisl
Sciences: Recent Developments in




figurations and susceptibility to particular poli ‘_ _. de
The outstanding example of this form of study is, of ¢
Peruonalig.3 This monumental study, orlgina]lyconcduég :
possible psychological sources of anti-Semiﬂgm_z_becmm ._' itanpt
congruence between personality Wpa and political 1dsulogy

l'nle advantages for historians of the mewer insights of pesychosnslysis are
well stated by William L. Langer in his presidential address to the Amerlcar
torical Association "The Next Assignment,”™ The American Historical Lﬂ% :
LXTIT 2, Janmary 1958, pp. 283-30L. i
g Fotter, an historian, has written m excellent and very syrpail
critique of much of the work on national character. See his Feopls of F
Chicaso University of Chicago Press, 195kL.
T, W, Adorno, E, Frenkel-Brunswik, D, J. Levinson, R. li. San.fo;ﬂ, n Colm
laboration with Betty Aron, Maria H. Levinson, and W. Morrow, The Auth 4
Personality, New York: Harper & Brothers, 1950. Sponsored by %he Ame
ttee, Social Studies Series: Publication No. ITI.
Lilerbert McClosky has continued to search for correlations batween p
conservatism and a set personality type. See "Conservatism and Peuonﬂim
American Political Science Review, Vol. LIT, No. 1, March 1958, pp. 2?4&53—



behavior. These studies which we have cl.u ed in

to be more influenced by crientations cormon to ':” 2l

choanalysis. The shift has also been awsy from a

development and toward an appreciation of the total .

which action tekes place. .
For example, Gabriel Almond in his study of the appaﬂ__a.

European countries found it necessary to trace the total p: f

development from the early determinants of personality to 'uxe hh?ir ‘cognitl
developments.® By working in terms of politicsl socialization,

the concept of "political culture.” The process of becoming politically inwe
is seen as being similar to, but distinct from, the process by which an i
becomes a member of his culture. Out of the early childhood experisnc s
later influenced by the processes by which he is introduced to the f_‘-_-

world, the individual is finally recruited into a specific political roles?

1Gabriel Almond, The Arpeals of Communism, Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1959.
2Gabriel Almond, “Comparative Political Systems,” The Journsl of Polits
Vol. 18, No. 3, August 1956, pp. 391-L09; "Theoretical Introduction," in AL

et al, m Politics of Undaxjdevelgzd Areas, Princeton: Princeton Unive
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add the psychologicel dimensions to their .l'__ 3

basic political considerations. First, they have belanced -

ghaping of the unceonsciocus with explicit mﬁﬁ f ego=ix
development of the personality. Second, they have rela

varisbles., The link between "personality® m'ldpol'ltlcal

by recogniszing thet personality development depends upon the

||'-| K
ceptions of social reality, his emotionally conditioned responses 6 Bis
ment, and his learned modss of evaluvating reality. This apprdndi s

1. Brewster Smith, Jerome Bruner, Ruth W. White. Opinions &
New York: John Wiley & Sons, Inc., 1956. ‘
Free Pressz, 1959

2Herbert Hyman, Political Socialization, Glencos: o5 .

3Irving Sarncff and Daniel Katz, "Ihe Fotivational Deses of Attdtade i
Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, Vol. L9, Jamuary 1554, oo, 3
Paniel Katz, Charies rcGlintock, and Iﬁng Sarnoff, "The Measprersnt Of
Fense as Related to Attitude Change,” Journal of Perscnality. Vol, =5, &
pp. L65<L7h; Daniel Katz, Irving Sarnoff, and Charies Mollinptocic, “Hoosk
and Attitude Changs," Humen Relations, Vol. 9, Janvary 1956, pp. “7-i8.

LHarold R. Isazcs, Scretches On Our Minds; American Imazes of Chis 5 |
New York: John Day Company, 1950
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broag f:‘l' *’*t’“‘i“;_“-_:'.j-_;
Aanirtote oF w Histabbarts . & ity o
sis has besn Dexdel Terfer's treabue: t of ‘ths connectis
of personality and the dynamica orsoc:!.a‘l
The use orthis_imageofper_s_onaliw-,_ largel;
has been extremely rewarding when eonhtln;d lﬁ*h
attention on the relationship between "personality ty

tical attitudes, and the distribution of each accorm
economic categorlea.l' But there is some concern amng home wh
with survey technigues that studies bullt largely upon I;. sych
tive processes will give too "flat" a picture, lacking i.n
upon the functions of the unconscious. In order to avaiﬂ ‘t.h:h - "J‘l ¥

become increzsingly necessary to supplemant sod.al SuUrvey Btuﬂ!ﬁé

in depth.” These approaches all reprasent significant advancas ia the

1Ese From Fresdom, New York: Rinelmrt & Company; Incs,; 2981 -. -
g% % eE grwd, New Haven: Yale University Frese, m N
e Passing of Traditional Soclety. Glensncs -r oe

1958,
lan outstanding example of such a study is: Alex Inkeles an’ O uEs Sy
Bauer, The Soviet Citizen, Cambridge: Harvard Universily Svacs, 1959 T__
o
"5.

-



to enrich politicsl science with tﬁg insights of

seeking new ways of bridging the gap between the dynemics ¢
and the developmental forces of history.

%

It is from such a background of experience as we |
political scientist looks for guidance to Erik H, Erlksnn'r
Study in Paychomnslysis snd History.2 In what ways cen the ¢

who has already made great contributions to ego psycholopy nnﬁ tp sl tx
pology, assist the student of history? :

Erikson is concerned in this volume with the problem of the zz!ll
history, who creates the ideologies in which people find thair hﬂ.ﬁdﬁ '

F = =

concerned to clarify how the lone individual, in seeking to find &

1 Study of Bolshevism, Glencoe: The Free Press, 1953. For bso excsllant
commentaries on Leitzs' methods and his analytical assumpiicns fors Shuie r&
"Ten Theories in Szarch of Reality,” World Folities, Vol. X, Mo, 3, ,. "
pp. 327-365; and Clyde Kluckhohn, "Politice, History, and Fayehsla W
Politics, Vol. ‘TIII, No. 1, October 1955, pp. 112-123.

York: W. ¥. Norton & Company, 1958,




sonal identity and public ideclogy. : -_

For some time it has not haan‘fuhionabh m- 1‘::'1.- ical selsnti
grapple with the problem of the great man who mm’ cha
history. Modern political science grew up during a ﬂ.ﬁl
"science™ was largely one of a quest for uniformities.
an orientation that found its highest expression in scclc!
analyses. Even when the pendulum began to mdng back to a greater emphs
the individual and, hence, upon psychological considerstions, =
centered largely on ag¢regates and mot on the unigue individusl. Fow “-ef:f:;_.;'._- '
has been mainly for relationships bstwesn social and economic factors .
sonality types. Recent interest in the study of decision-making and .
roles has centered mainly on the webs of relationships within which °

il
_)-
n ‘

decisionemakers have to fight their way, and not upon the function of t}ip
leader®s personality. One exception to this tendency that coma readily € ’
is Alexander and Juliette Osorge's provocative analysis of Woodrm \\?:l].lclilr-"h
aonality.l

lAlexander L. George and Juliette L, George, Woodrow Wilson and Go
liouse, New York: dJohn Day Company, 1956.



insight with the cute or the grotesque. ghor
the danger of shzllow interpretation and thenee;l— to difs
sism from psychoanalysis, and to realize that the 1: '

in detail Erikson differs from the popularizers of paychn

he feels have distorted the profound meanings of Freud's mgh < ﬁ
Erikson is a writer at home in the literary tradition; he kn
portance of style. He is also unmistekably the product of & hmnﬁ
tion, for he commmnicates on mearly every page his fascination with fhs :
and ths distinctive, with the individual who must be different fion b
even as he passes through the common experiences of zll men.
To the political scientist Erikson seems the wvery sovl of csuiion is o
lating genmeralizations. Only in the most tentative way w1l he susgest pos
patterns and universal tendencies. It is, indeed, fascinating lor s.i i
scientist to observe the delicacy and care with which the mester clis |
bis date. One Tact does not suggest a conclusion, but only the maid fﬂ ----- i



of history, even as we suspect that historians, uhon‘thq mfﬁn
logic of the historic mntmmtormeuramm
it, leave a number of vitsl historical problems unattended.” (ppe
On this score Erikson's book is a direct repudiation o!thclw

cize the behavioral sciences for ignoring reslity and the logic of the hise

all
i

torical situation in favor of sbstract generalization. Erikson has koo mx
respect for his audience to force upon them his own abstractions er theor
More important, he has too much respect for his subject matter to try %o
force his data into preconceived molds. And :l‘ina]..'l.y, he has too much respect
for his own creativity to make excessive commitments to his still svolwving

concepts.

1 For Erikson's own statement of the clinical method see his Hayden
Colloquium Lecture, "The Nature of Clinical Evidence,” Desdalus, Fall 1958,
ppe 65=87. For a comparison of his methiods with those of other mmﬂgam
see Daniel Lerner, "Preface tc the Issue 'On Evidence and Inference, '” h



isolated parts; and thus it is im
text of the whole and find complete maningﬂ:n ,- l|'_ s resuld
writing that the political scientist should be able o a
in that tradition of politicsal theory which 1 -* :
This also meens, however, that it is often axtmiq‘r £
what Erikson has in mind. The reader may feel atonamﬁ ".l
something of significance, while at the next his mind m
rections he is not sure Erikson intended him to take.
As a result, it is quite possible to misinterpret Erilkson, or at 1o
arrive at multiple interpretations of bis vieuﬁ. This reader qt rilkaon
tings, for exampls, feels that Helen Merrell Iynd has misrest the SnCRtNRE
contributions of Erikson by suggesting that they offer support for o & e



as Erikson has noted, .

cupies a position on the borderline of what is ¢
demonstrably feels true." (p. 21) What "feels trna'fi:m' -*t
matter, and those insights which seem convincing to one i
implausible, and even foolish to another; just as am‘@ﬁﬁ?ﬁ
seems forceful and illuminating to one reader can seem absu: "'
another. In this reader's judgment, Er!.kaon'a _concepts, in ﬁ\‘:
trua.andtheyopenupnewperapectﬂ.veaotgmntvaluein -
tical action.

It should also be noted that Erikson does not seek shock effects by

lHelen Merrell Lynd, On Shame and the Search for Identity, New ¥ ,':
Harcourt, Brace and Co., 1958,




mmmmnmwm
of the bawdy joke: slnngumau:lum you

IIT

his key concept of the identity crisis. This is the cor
cence when the young person, arterhningsynﬂmsiudlnd ‘
experiences and reactions of earh of the earlier stages of c ‘ :
move out of childhood and aszume a place in the adult world, >
gought significance in 211 the typical characteristics of this stose -'
life: the periods of moodiness and sentimentality; the restless spisit
but lethargic body; the sense of ambition and the desire bexpllm -
know all possibilities, but also the endless moping snd hanging A ‘, Bl
around; and the unexy-~ted vacillations between excessive worldliness mﬂ o

leyixson has developed his theories of ego-identity in nmerous il Hlags s
Childhood and Society, New York: W, W. Norton & Co., 1550; "Ego mﬁ b
and Highorical Change," in The Psychoanal ical Study of the Child, Vel. II,
New York: International University sS, Growth and sea in the
'Healthy Personality'" (for Fact-Finding Gonnittee, Midcentury Whits ﬁﬂl- Y.
Gonfemnce, liew York: dJosizh Macy Jr. Foundation, 1950, and in g
and Murray {(eds.) Personality in Nature, cultm and Soclety, Hew Iﬂ!k; [
Iinopf, 1952; "On the Sense of er ldentity, th and Human Relstions iy
(Report or the International Conference in Hiddeaen, Tmany, 1951), G r :
York: The Blakiston Co., 19533 "The Problem of Ego Identity," Jotrnsl of o

the Ameyvican P osnalytic Association, Vol IV, Bo. 1, Jamuary 1350, PPs
BE=12L% Zeychomalytic fesecatm )




himself and what his sharpened awareness tells h

central perspective and uuc&m some wor
remmants of his childhood and the hopes r hi

LS
must detect some meaningful naenhlm M -----

him to be.” (p. 1h)
1 L.
Erikson has emphasized elsewhere that the te ’

"o « o mutuzl relationship in that it conootes both a pers

within oneself (self-sameness) and a persistent awi {.
essential character with others,"l Thus identity M_ on

I

the selective repudiation and mutual assimilation of
tions, and their absorption in a new configuration, which, -l'.ﬂ ' iy
dependent on the process by which a society (often throush sube

identifies ths young individual recognizing him as somsbody “"I“?EI"
become the way he is, and who, being the way he is, is tﬂhm £

The community, often not without some initial mistrost, gives
nition with a (more or less institutionalized) display of ﬁu?rp:!l*} _#
pleasure in mzking the acquaintance of a newly emerging Inaiui@nst, __“ )

a7 .
AP

1Erik Erikson, "{he Problem of Ego Identiiy,” Jowmrsal ¢ e A

Psychoanalytical Association, Vol. IV, No. 1, January T"-". n..




ou];y the individual's conatltutinnnl glma m .‘i_a_‘

needs, but also the nature of his cognitive processes snd the his

"\.__F'_'

specific quantities of informztion which he has store=d 4 .'

concept Loes beyond thie for it implies that there ar%_
ships among not just these dimensions of tha perso
ticular mental or physical faculty .favored Sy“%u {‘
* best developed, his effective psychological defense ‘
sublimations and even the degree of conaiatency with which cire
required him to assume particular roles.
The political scientist is not one to pass judgments on tha tech
aspects of Erikson's concept of ego 1éent1ty.2 In order to appr ‘ L
the ways in which Erikson relates the great ideological reforser to k

: F
and to history, it is necessary to understand the outlines of w

theories about the development of the individual. This 1= tocanse he s -jl

lIb:ldo, PPo 6869, ‘ i ! :
2The political scientist with curiosity about ego psyuholow want

read in addition to Erikson's writings: Anna Freud, The Fax
of Defense, New Yorlk: Dgsic Books, 19523 H, Hartmnn, Kgo Py

of Adaptation,” im D, Rapaport, (ed.), Organizetion and

Thought, New York: Columbia University Press, 1951, Chapter

mments on the Psychcanalytie Theory of the Ego," im Ths ™u

of the Child, Vol. V¥, New York: International Universities



perscnality development. -manm. in review ,
development of ths?ndiﬂdualu shall focus aniﬁgig'r :"—-'-
mtmcmmmunguﬂmmmdthamﬂ&d., J

It is only in the last chapter of Erikson's book on Ly
sets forth his theory of the various stages of peumali.ﬂ' o

those readers who have not previously been exposed to his m s the
may find that they can get more out of his amalysis of Lntlmr# :',‘:I'f.
this chapter as an introduction. For our purpose of mmu'i:h; ; !F .:‘ \
of development and suggesting their rehtionship to the identity ¢ 'I 4
we may rely upon a diegram Erikson has devised. 1 It shomld be r ‘
that a diagram often suggests well-defined and rigorous mhﬂow
out actually articulating their precise nature. This is an lmportant K
warring, and as Erikson has remarked, such a diagram “can be M‘

to the serious atiention only of those who can take it and leave 16,92

1grikson, "The Problem of Ego Identity,” op. cit. p. 75.
2Ibid., p. 760



tical stage of the identity crieis. The .l;":.
in which the identity crisis is foreshadowed during

n:amhthmmaachortheaaaarlierageasm upeeib :5-}
The hordizontal row V outlines the principal implicaticns for ?;
identity of the way in which the other crises may be rasa'
horizontal row V shounld be matched up with the diagonal liﬂ ]!

Jq‘l 3
while the wvertical column 5 should be related to the age ean

Thus if we begin with the beginning we have the erisis of &
during infancy which corresponds in large measure with Freud's Dﬂl
Out of this first socizl relationship between the mothering adull uuim
mothered child the individual either gains that first and wost WC

I‘.L

of all psychosocial traits, that original "optimism," that assueption &
"somsbody is thére;" that traasure of "basic trust.” Or, dented the m vy
security, he comes to a profound sense of mistrust which will eolor bis M

-* -!I o

I!'!"- i
‘-:

‘: .

‘-I *
=
]



’H'-. M‘ yuld ':.—f_'E

= --h < a1 i e

world, but more fundamentally he feels that the wc

be for the world. If on the other hand, the m feels ths
relationship he is unrelated to the other, that fthq.

and he can have no control over it, then the cmsaqngppm h.ll
isolation, of premature self-differentiation, of basic mistrust,

Shifting next to the subsequent consequences for ;dgnﬁ.ﬁ
the basic trust crisis (1,V), the main issue according to Erikson s 4
the relstionship of the individual to time. With trust m‘.n“ .
perspective, an optimism about the future, a feeling that goot ﬂlll.“-
come with waiting, thet stress will scon be relieved with plesswis. ©n & ;_

other hand, a failure of the ego function to maintain this wrl:bcﬁ.ﬂl o

Al =
related to an early inability to develop satisfactory expaciaiions siout
need=tensions and their satisfactions. Time dlffusion is & Beols wiatiwetd

of time: every delay appears as deceit, every need to walt Beccsas mﬁ



basic trust. But according to Erikson, "0f all tlm )
however, only religion restores the earliest sense of qqg
A Providence. In the Judeo-Christian tradition, no mu"
more clearly than "ﬂwhndmlmﬂa?mhahﬁmuponmmib&
unto you. malordurtupﬂiscountenanceuponmandgiwm;.ﬁj.
(p. 118) whatwaatormudtheoralstagembacomnthm -_
that which also makes the "face” so important in hMuﬂ'nim z

el

’ L, k
"face-to-face relationships,” "face the facts,"” "face the future," "face wp

to 1ife,” "let's face it."

The naxt age >f early childhood, celmpamble to Freud's anal etug., b
thecri.siso( sutonomy as against shame and doubt. From thip stage comes
that element in the sense of autonomy ", . .Mcmaﬁdns mean indepen=
dence, but does and can 2lso mean defiance, atubboni&as, self-inaisionce,.”
(p. 122) What is basic faith in the eariier age becomes human will, "in
its variations of will power and willfulness3" (p. 255) and what i= sasiec

mistrust in the oral stage becomes shame and doubt in the second stajgs,
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‘sense tiut ihd-' 111 fn3) expos _
of shamelessness . '(p,tm) ﬁ — :

we reduce his amalysis to the bare statements that: ﬂ.rut, ~ stalved
an extraordinary reservoir of basic faith from his mother, aﬂtﬁu ﬁﬂ—-

alvays had & deep understanding of the dynamics of faith. Kvuur,- artin
was driven early out of the trust stage, out from mmmtgﬁ.__
skirts by a jealously ambitious father who tried to make him ‘

independent from women, and sober and reliable in his work. Hans & ’f.-"'-

but not without storing in the boy violent doubts of the father's justifie L

l b
cation and sincerity; a lifelong shame over the persisting gap between his "*u"

own precocious conscience and his actnal inner state; and a deep nostalgia
for a situation of infantile trust. His theclogical sclution - spirdtusl



P
easy (although soms stalwart opponents of all i

- ﬂl
We have gone into detail with these first two .‘?'_'_';1"'}_:_-.-; 0

feeling for Erikson's mode of analysis. We must trest ﬁe’@g 7‘*':3_
- -_"T"

more summary fashion. T

and sbove all, his sbility to be hard-hesded and yet sympathetic, without
- r..‘.‘

being precious and sentimental, when he writes of the Osdipus complex. For

il wta

m]-a' he 8aySy l!‘ o o WBe o « most certdnly. e e wonld M‘h ,ﬁlﬂ— '-—.!-.—I .-
an Oedipus complex, and not a trivial one at that. We would not wish to

- ™ T
_'L?.'| R
of his youth and manhood without having experienced as a child ths love ﬂ'-l_ G

- . I.l‘
the hate which are encompassed in this complex: love for the maternel person




the individual resolves his Oedipus complex by

perimenting with other roles. The alternative would "'7’1-1‘?
identity, that is, a ne=d to become what one has been jarned not
which is something one can only do with a divided heart. Sinmce
to be a need to protect one's wholeheartedness those uhn ave & sem

negative identity cannot even be steadfast rebels.

Erikson's znalysis moves without interruption from this & :
the crisis of industry and inferiority. In this fowrth stage ﬂiP
"budding will to phantasy, play, games and early work” =re all = lated B
occupational and technological ideals which the child perceives in b
vironment. What for Freud was the phallic stage becomes with m i
of systematic learning and of collaboration with others. "Ih: ressl
this stage decides much of the ratio between a sense of indnstry or nhg

——— ——

completion, and a sense of tool-inferiority, and prepares = man for ﬂﬁ j_,.:
I JJ,.._I.

sential ingredients of the ethos as well as the rationals of hig

ﬁ"*



ment of proficiency in 1
 Fext comes the identity orisis, the princi
analysis, in terme of which his book on Luther :
written. The last three crises —- those of : rtimacy
tivity versus self-absorption and intepgrity versus
evident and need no further elaboration here. We need o
Erikson's view the Mintegrity crisis, lasi in the um -
a lifelong and chronic crisis in a homo relipgious. He is :
in early years suddenly becomes older, than his playmates or qﬂ
and teachers, and focuses in a precocious way on what it tlkuﬂm ]
life-time to gain a mere inkling of: the question of how to MIDi -‘-‘-'
tion in living and how in death to give meaning to 1ife.” (p- Zﬂ)

IV

It has been considerably easier to set forth Erikson's wisus on the N
"metabolism of generations" than it will be to state his theory zbout ﬂﬂﬁlq
namics of the great man in history. In this volume Erikson is stiil npﬂg_l;i
menting with his theory, and thus he is extremely rcluctant £o use any ¢

propositional statements. Ve can only outline what seems to be the directior



S

he makes comparative references to the lives o:
Shaw, and Hitler.

of the great men is his nesd to settle =2 peraonal se

and in a grand context. This involves far more than the id
life provides the opportunity for reducing peychic tensions.
view the great man must have some score to settle with others : e score
must be of such grand proport:lon that there is an
in seeking a public arena. The problem must be far mors than M the

ating of the Oedipus complex, Erikson elsewhere has comented thath NERERNES
has suffered under and identified with a stern father, must becoms a stern : N
father himself, or else find an entirely different means of morel strength,

L

an equal measure of strength. Young Martin Luther’s religious civisis i I!.:l' '

£
a transcendent example of the heights and depths of this pmblon.'l

1Erik Erikson, "The First Psychoanalyst,” Yale Rewiew, Autusm 195‘:
Pe 50,



consumed with a fear of failurs, a pr

early age. Erikson indeed suggests thi:E
they are people with lost childhoods = :
upon themselves from a very early age. In their 1’&."
crisis is likely to involve a conflict between a .a‘_' of allne

ing of nothingness. Ths fear of fallure becomes 8 dr

being everything. Erikson is convincing when discussing the thin 1

r g B I T 3

separates the feelings of omnipotence and of inaiglﬂ.ﬂuphﬁi.ﬂ -
'l I-Il. -
A key element in the identity crisis (but smthiw i!!‘.hh

through lifs) is the "moratorium." Erikson attaches considerable sigk
to the need of all individuals for a period of moratorium: & withdrawal

full involvement, a time of loneliness and uncertainty, a time dwding which
Ll ‘q u! i
psychic growth may catch up with rhysical development. Most socis --- : im__a
institutionalized in varying degrees this moratorium, in the ma f'“ 1."'::_'1"' 2

they withhold responsibility from young people who are physically ui_ s +_,, ,

=l

veloped as adults. During the moratorium the young person gemrﬂl: _. aﬂ.ﬂ-
I =

Q—l.'l_ '

soma skill or techniqus which will either subsequently becows central ‘ B N
b
4 -I‘E-I‘ﬂ

| "‘_-_I__I _:i: .

jdentity or give him the necessary sense of discipline so that he !ﬂi

g e e e
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without prior planning or design. Disciplined training is -
creative innovation in another.

Sy [ [

To achieve his cense of identity and break out ‘of Hid morks

qualities of the great man and thus becoms the bridge in linking i
times. In the case of Luther it was his understanding of tha Wox

the Word and to the Good Book. Even more important is Erikson's appreci

of compulsions that lie behind the need of the great ideologieal inno

__‘
“

to talk, to manipulate words. Above all else, such peopledo not nlnl! (‘T;h

talkt  they need to talk back. It is not at the level of the content of

Xalk back L
their words, but at a much deeper level, that they really meson uh;t‘-ﬁhgj..ﬂi e
say. This is the need to settle their score; this is the real "leaning of

Meaning It."



AN |--____

ang:gad in the nm:eh am@
which both the father and The Father had
homo-religious hes no identity at all.™ (p. 1L9) |

executive of his identity, the Word, he was soon canght up &
flict between 2 sense of nothingness and an urge for -j

This conflict can result in the collapse of the “.l
his becoming in time the very thing he fought. anﬂ'i'.ﬁ is

the problem. The leader may also realize to himselfl M-'

J_'__

intend to do what he did on the grand scale; he may edﬁ—‘h
it was only a private score he had to settle. "The erisis grm
leader naturally emerges when he must recognize what his uhli!
began with the application of a more or less disciplined phﬂmir o 48 ]
political world in the widest sense == has donme to the imagioaiicn, '
sense of reality, and the conscience of the masses. The faot 1! m 3 b “.
walks of 1life, revolutionized but essentially 1eadarlass, wiod.ti&
reformation in all directions at once. They refused to lef Hiu, W "
people like him, settle down in parsonages as the representatives of M

ing orientation in 1ife, and otherwise accept the estate &nd oecm ir



; ‘-'_" f 1, 1 _.": k

which were both sacred and bis m“' (p-em ]
The final resvlt is that the iuolngs;m leader prod
that are quite the oprosite of those he int

moment certain great names of owr time, who w‘lﬁ
identity enhanced by scientific truth. Darwin, Eins

ting Marx, who was a conscious and deliberate ideo) cal o
certainly deny that they had any intention of inﬂwm{i-
or the vocabulary, or the scrupulosity of our time in ﬂf N T'
undoubtedly did and do. They could, in fact, refute the !
popularly ascribed to them, or vaguely and anonymously duﬂ.‘ﬂ'
as utterly foreign to their original idea®} their mtmdnhg, 2l

personal philosophy and conduct. Darwin did mot intend to debase san f6

an animsl; Einstein did not preach relativism; Freud wes neithss g ‘J*h

phical pansexualist nor a moral egotist. Freud pointed sauarely o "r":"

psychohistorical problem involved when he sald that the world | Ly

covld not forgive nim for having revised the image of man by demois rating

T

the dependsnce of man's will on unconscious motivation, just as Hes

not been forgiven for demonstrating man's relationship to the el’
"l 3 I

o



charisma, the basez of a new mode of communication,
a new sense of ldentity for both the leader m
cular faculty and the particular technology provide !
stitutionalizing the relationship of charisma and for givi

the new sense of identity. Then comes the extremist reactions

leader overdoes it, and then the followers overdo it.

B

5

it e

v P R r.
B

: -" F|.-' [ e
What is Erikson's purpose in this book? And what specipl valus dos
I-

the study have for political scientists? In making his :

consequences of ideological lesders are often ths opposite of theiz intanded
purposes, Erikson presenis a remarkably insightful conpar!.éonkq!" h
and Frend. Therse is considerable significance in each of WMM ‘
makes about Luthsr, who came at the end of the age of absolute !H:ﬂ; - s

'-I-IL.-;

Freud, who came at the end of the age of reason. We are, howewer, pars

. |
.

ticunlarly struck by the following: .

Both men endeavored to increase the margin of man's inner
freedom by introspective means applied to the wery center or?___ -



plaubre g < =M, - g
P i i Lot
offective M stde »

is abont to hmd.i!h ursherance
the glorification of ‘adjmm'l. it
Doctor Freud, called great by thd.r
are apt to be resisted not only by ir er
friends who subseribe to their ideas hnt ‘
a certain strenuounspess of mental and mﬁ

Here and there throughcout the book Erikson criticlse: PO

of Freudian analysis. At the surface level he .;la‘ rart Lotlesly 3
their soft-=headed and sentimental gualitiea and of tha
for the high costs and the self-discipline that must go 4nto
human excellence. Erikson repeatedly reminds us of apo!.llt Lol soms

larizers of psychoanalysis ignore, which is that Freud did m 1y s
to help the ind:ividual adjust to his environment, but that he alse
that the individual make the "environment" adapt to him. The Mf
is extremely important for political '
analysis. A peculiar set of biases, largely favoring static mm nd
equilibrium concepts, i8 likely to predominate if it is assumed that g,
individusl must either adjust to and be molded by "society” or rewelt
against society. A radically different ontlook comes from plctuaring tha

individual as nof only adapting to others, but alsoc in turn changing and



‘ 1 el ] ~

At .wmmmﬁ .,11* o 1;;_;_1':'_:'_
popular misinterpretations of Freud involves anothe
largely uvnartieculated, bat \lhich colors much ©
problen of the proper relationship of the d:i.ac.ip

llow can one find one's own identity while re

all controversies about who is prepetuating the true nua"iT'-.-I'."."‘f-_u.
viating from it. Tiis has been the problem cf those who £
tion from Luther and also of those who took theirs from ‘
known as a Freudian and yet he hasquite possibly done more or ZAnal and innc
work than any of the nec-Freudians. (Freud only used the Mllr
andwith a rather different meaning than that of Frikson's.) A
Erikson's method in becoming both the complete fu_lower M ﬁh &
innovator is to be found in the following words that he once waed t
his aprraisal cf Freud:
Freud, before he went into medicine, wanted fo Sacoma a 1s
politician, a lawmaker, a Geamerggb;r. When, in 1938, he » _

from his country, he carried arm a manuscripi on foses,
supreme law-giver of the people whose unigue fate and whose Saige



juan order.d

Erikson thns clzims that Freud was ce 1y ¢
order of human relationships and that sueh Tied
of Luther siould bslong at the heart of the intelleck
by Freuds The insights of paychosnsliysls shonidM
ideas that may add novelty to otherwise completed =
Erikson would nold that these are insights which ﬂuf‘ ,
center of political analysis and become an integrated p ;.- 1'

1 I

Erikson, however, is quick to recognize that this uﬂlh
velopment because there is such widespread nd.aconcepﬁdq rjl,.
contribution really was. This is why Erikson is so cﬂﬂﬂ o
ficial popularizers of psychoanalysis. He also aclmwledgu- ‘
analysis ha#8 ™ . o o developed 2 kind of originclogy . . .i hats

thinking which reduces every human situation to an anslogy lllﬂl ar ‘#
one, and most of all to that earliest, simplest; and most iatas

cursor which i= assumed to be its 'origin.' Psychoanalysis Iual_ |
subordinate the later stages of life to those of childhocd. I8 h‘_ll. 4
to the rank of a2 cosmology the undeniable fact that man®s adwlthoed , hlad
a persistent childishness: that vistas of the future aluays mﬂnh&

1Erikson, "The First Psychoanalyst," op. cit., p. &2,
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not eeriain formulas nhunt p#umls.w
servation. Throughout hiis bock Erikson sm h r it

analyze, and arrreciate those who shape hi:tow o

and observe them as full individusls., Our ah:_l'.lf. l

pends, however, upon our readiness to take a hard &
selvea., This, sf courss, is where the argument 1'

sticky. Erikson, howewver, does not imply that mﬂy -l
lI q- C A

the guidance of othrrs, taken such a long 1ntmapeet34ﬁ .;' v
sensitive and complete political analysis. Rather his |
that we should be especially careful whenever we fael &
pecially "honest,” "objective," or "open-minded.” \le

some of our claims to being "objective"™ may be prompted ﬁ’h _____
dasire to protect ourselves from an honest 1ook at reality. ﬁ B
l."-

pared, == Erikson says, "to relinquish the security of sua'li

Jective methodsoﬂl There are times, of course, when the m i

] .

lErikaon, "The First Psychoanalyst," op. cit., p. &0
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eﬁpikinn‘!n fha obaervec
to advanee his !ii!d.umiluuuu:' fara.
in the lowy rwm, that he davelop the abill
tional field his human obligati.ﬂm, lﬂa !
and his cwn motivations, In doing =o, ha
that step in scientific conscience which Fr
Erikson's basic criticism of the popularizers ol '_'-".'f )
cepts is that they have given to the aocisl scients
have become machanical and wooden formulas, and which in turnhis
devices which shield those who uge them from the pninfﬂl:” ;
tion and of honsstly viewing reality, It 4= pot
sensitive, and knowing people have found dublous walue 15 8% i 4
to make a dirsct conmection bstween the nursery and world af
erib and cabinet. 7 v 1
Tha primary contribution of Erikson's work for the relitice! ;1'
: P LT
ie the reminder that Freud's main contribution was a techelons of
tion,and that observation is the key to ths study of human a:lt
is the key to 2ll sciences. I
What about the particular theories and concepts that Eﬂhﬂﬂ 1
veloped? He has created a model of personality development

which can be of great interest to the political scisntiaf. 1% S8 S

17pid.



research. It becomss an exciting and 11luminating cor

example, to the problem of political development in i
These are societies whose peoples, in spite of »'-h-:»' ns of

b~ = =

! ==

lack a sense of identity. When old forms and customs lose their bins
sustaining, and their resssuring powers, the people must rest amcly se

new personal identities and for a new sense of collective identity.

is prepared for the ideological reformer; for, in Erikson’s "’T"’, » the g
h ?

man of history. In this setting it is all too easy for the shallow ¢l

leader to appear, for a moment, 25 a prophet. Those who are facile

may have great appeal,for the people need the word to find a.m
a time in which words are fundamentslly more important than actions, It i

[ Sl
moatmmmmmmmmmmmmw%

ik ¥ L] .

setting s right for the politically anxious to try out — possibly i 4 -
thusiasm, but certainly without true commitment = all manner of ldeo :, cal

forms., Before the nation can develop leaders must emerge who have found i o

tegrity in their own quests for identity, and who can hence spesk in terms

that will bring meaning to other people's search for identity. The need .

i
-



and over 'l:ha appropriate ands md means of p 0.
creation of an inner coherencs of values, ﬂlﬂoﬂ“"'
polity. The implication is that in underdevelioped ¢
circle at the suvbjective level that is more crucial 'bg' -""_’1;; OBl
development than the more manifest viclous circle og;’._ ks
il]itaracy. Those who articulate the hope that nat‘lona; :,_.f-_;-‘i_' ty
from modernization cennot esczpe the depressing psychc
in their mind, hos alweys been the monopoly of precissly &
former masters. If they hated their colonial ruleras then ¢
to find their identities by following the same path. If t};'qy
their former rulers there might still be the problem of pref:

Similar psychological roadblocks appear when identity is sought _h :
recorded but forgotien remmnants of a distant history, for such 2
psychologically, a constant reminder of national impotence in raea
These are only some of the subjective problems which impeds Lhe sal ;



.

individual's necd te find coherence in his self-f
we should see the process of political aocialilm

T = A

experiences, but rather as a trend in

central thems, sn elemsnt of unity. There 4s an irn
the wey in which peeple coms to their political orfedl

thus be for more than connections b_etp{un
the one hand, snd particular damogra;:hin characteris s oR

be for the more compleie pattern, the total configuration, &
€185,
|

politic&l actors. ] B

By demonstrating that the gap between the priwats -
effectively bridged by the relationship between peracnal
ideology, Erikson helps the politicsl scientist with m har

-

the psychological aspects of behavior. He alan offers an ap u‘_v
. =
ideologies themselves. For some time political scientinfti
ol | n
L]

logic of ideologies is not encompassed by mere maaon. . Thﬂn has, he

[

mained the ;rn-oblem of a systematic method for treating th:a ats

ponents, Erikson in suggesting that political ideclogies n:a ) ‘P 4
the total character of the human personality has syovided ue with @
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mmmmmmm Both orkec
in the development of a promising approach, amthg

. be one of incrensed precision in the statemsnt of proposiit

yigor 4in eppirical testing.
ks Erikson is sble 1o challenge and stimulate the
| selentizts bacause he combines so effectively in hime

l...f : both the scientist snd the artlst. Like a great “*'.j,
. an urge to imitate him, Also, 1ike a great artist, ha "‘i:‘ -1
g' the wonders of what we had taken to be mere comouphca&. _r
his own youth Erikeon once noted, "I was an artist then, »
evphemism for & young msn with some talent, but nowhere to go. _r
far since then, Erikson has not lost the genius of the trw ’.'_ '

1?.‘?1.4-: p. LO. i




