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BOOK I
THE PROBLEM OF INDIVIDUAL PSYCHOLOGY
Chapter I
Introduction

In peculiar deeree the precent 1s the hour of soclal
1deolories. Thisg is a sbecial manifestation of the west-
ern cult of conscliou sness., The rreatest achievemegt of
the West has been an enlirhtenment of the intellect, but
this has been accomplished at the price of repression of
other functlions of consclousness that are vital parts of
the total constitution of man., Individual and soclal
adjustment are not necessarily ideolorical ﬁroblems. Typically
they rre not so viewed in the Orient; nqr were they reparded Ck
from this perspective during our own Middle Ares. Viewing

requirine an ideolnrical solution

the soclal situation as a problemh;s mrely typical of a
‘particular psycholoeical attitude; and this is not the only
attitude which enlirhtened consciousness may assume. Hovever;
this 1s the day of the dominance of the idenlorical approach
to problems and we must view the situstion as we find it,

Within the span of a sinrle generatlon we have seen
geveral of these ideolories emplaced in the sests of
governmental power. Conspicuous amone the-e are the
dialetic materialism of the present Russia, the national
socialism of Germahy and Italy and the "New Deal" in our
ovn country. If we examine these various sytems we will .
find; within a number of deviations of ideation &nd policy,
a very real aprreement in the most fundrmental assumption.
All of them emphasize the principle of collectivism, in

contrast to attitudes conceived in some way as not collect-

ivistic. It is this wide-spread collecﬁivistic tendency that
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proves to be psycholoesically sirnificant.

Just what is "collectivism"? A very common popular
conception defines it as a system of social orpanization
that stands in contras? to "capitelism". But as one sub-

' mits modern, soAcalied, "capitalistic society" to a care-

ful examination it does not appear to be clgarly anti-
collectivistic. A large modern corporation, ovned by
hundreds of thousands of sboek-holders; manased by their
reprerentatives and employing tens of thousands of vorkers
organized into a system of inter~locked functioning; certainly
appears to be a highly collectivistic entity. We have to
seek further to find the princlple which stands in polar cone
trast to cellectivism; and this we do find in the opposition
of collectivism with individualism. If "cepitalism" means

a society organized on the basis of an accumuleted capital,
then a capitalistic society may be elther collectivistié

or indifidualistic. Thus the contrest of collectivism and
capitalism 1is not 1ovically sound. We shall find the'real
meanine of collectivism by examinine the polar notions of
collectiviasm and individualism.

In the present stace of bhis discussion I am not primar-
ily interested in the economlic sense of these terms; as I
am seeking the underlyins psycholorical basls of the
attitudes represented by each. Now, the individualistic
ldeal envisages the man as an interrated unit; relatively ;
complete in himself; while the collectlvistle ideal views
the group as the unit of which the human components are

merely functional parts. In one case, the sinesle human being
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is an entlty while, in the'other;'the esroup alone is an
entity. In this we see the real contrast,

In determining vhether or not a riven men is an
Individualist or & collectivist, in the.resl sense;‘we
must consider far more than the social theory entertained
by him. A hirhly developed individuelist may hold a
collectivist shcial theory and visa versa, What a man
thinks and vhet he is are by no means necessarily the same
thing. A man's reel nature is more reflected in his
spontaneous preferences than in the doctrines he espouses.
For ethical considerations an individual may.work for a
social organization vhich would provide a form of l1life
quite unattractive to him personally. So we find that
many soclalistic leaders are reelly hieshly developed in-
dividualists in thehr ovn proper persons. In fact; it is
Inevitaeble that real leaders should be Individuals, rather
than functional fractions. In contrast; there are men who;
in reality; are only functional fractions but who asplre to
become Individuals and thus hold individualistlic socisl
theories. Hovever, instances like the above appear to be
more on the order of exceptions to the rule, for most men
seem to project as a soclal ideal that which they personally
brefer.

Unquestionably, a prime source of the higher appeal of
collectivistic idenlories liles in the apparent implication
of an altruistic attitude toward other humen beines. To
some of the more evolved natures the idea »f self-sacrifice

is hirhly attractive ethieally. But it is a fundamental
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mistake to identify collectivism with eltrulsm and indiv-
ldualism with selfishness, for & man who has attained =
hirh level of individualion may dedlicate himself to an
altrukstie motivation. Gautema Buddha affords the clagsical
instance of this kind; for no man was ever more integrated;
and yet; no men wés ever more devnted to the rood of other
creatures., On the ‘other hand; a real collectivist may be
actuated by the most selfish motives. He masy be motivated
by the wish to avoid the regponsibilities of being a com-
plete individual end a desire to enjoy advantaces vhich he
never could acquire throurh his privete merit and ability.
No, the difference betveen collectivism and individualism
has ﬁo primary connection with ethical motivation.

The real difference 1s psycholorical. As will become
clearer later, the renuine collectivist is more oriented
to objective realtions and is; therefore; an extravert,
while the true individualist is polarized prinecipally to
the subjJeet and is;_accordingly, an introvert. I shall
not Justify this statement at this time as L wish merely
to point .out a contrast that is fundamentally based upon
psycholocrical attitude and to 1llustrate certain consequences
that follow,

Once it is reelized that the confllict between the ideals
of individualism and collectivism is primerily erounded in
psycholorical differences in thé constitution or attitudes
of hnﬁdqiﬁhéhgs, then this conflict ceases to have an
absolute ethical or social significance, No moral or

objectlive superiorlty attaches to eilther ideal as such.
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Ve must prant to every man a riesht to the peculiarities -
rrowing out of his natural psychical organization. No

one organization possesses an g priori riecht to consideration

at the cost of the other. The validity of one psycholorslcal
base, as contrasted to another, cannot be established by |
reference to lorslc or to objective fact., For the psychdl-
ogical bare suvplies the predeterminine frame-work by which
we are enabled to define or isolate the facts of experéénne;
and a lo~ical development always presupposes primary
assumptions that are not themselves logically derived., It

is Jjust precisely these assumptions and frame-works that

are determined by the psychologsical attitudes of various
individuals. It is a common defect of all, or nearly all;
theories of sncisl orgenization that they fall to provide

an exemination 1nto'pr1mary assumptions and frame-vorks.
Accordingly; a systematicallv developed and vell-documented
social prorram may prove fatally defectlve because 1t
assumes a base that is far too narrow.

If a fractional ideal, such as that of collectivism;
were to be established and then coercively enforeed;‘thep
result would be the violent repression of the types whose
normal mode of manifestation is individualistic. In this
case; the repression would fall most heavily upon the more
introverted types. Now, a psycholoricel force which is
represced does not cease to exist nor does it lose all its
enerey. The repression simply leads to a "béttling-up"
of energy end this enerey, in time; ~il11l become sufficiently

powerful to force an overthrow vhich will tend to be all
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the more violent, the more complete the intitial repression.
The result, then; is an unstable society continually subject
to violent qpheavals, the repressed aspect of one.phhse
becomine the dominant of the next, and so on. Such a
gsociety hardly seems hiphly desirable.

Is 1t posslble to build a séciety freed from this cause
of instability? This 1s the question I-propose to examlné.
Many important values could be conserved if a positive
answer should be found. Certainly it would be a soclety
ih which the total mass of suffering would be reduced. it
would elimlnmate most of the injustice done to the pepféssed
types and the vwhole 1life of the social group would be more
balanced, since it would receive more completely the v alues
contributed throuerh the social functions of the various types.
Finally, there would be musch less tendency to violent upheaval
and it 1s very likely that most violence would vanish., | -

It is not easy to construct a social pattern vhich would
achieve equal Jjustice for all psycholosical types. There are
imnortant reasons why such a pattern csn never be the con-
tribution of a sinrle mind. For the functlioning of any
given mind is preconditioned by the peculiar psychical
structure of the 1nd1vidua1; and this fact alone disqualifies
any sincle individual for reflecting a completely synthetic
view. We never do succeed in vholly freeing ourselves
from the 11m1tat16ns of our 1ndividua1 psycholorical '
patterns, but to reallze this fact constlitutes an enormous
step toward the recognition that there are innumerable
other human beings vho are no} organized as we are, and

yet possess as valid a right to conslderation as we claim



for ourselvese. inevitabl:y the §ffe¢tive pattern must be
the product of séveral minds and, in this case, every one
of these must view ldyalty to the psychological type 1t
represents as a primsry duty. ~

It is Tar easler to see wherein existent soclal patterns
fall short of equal justice to 2ll tvpes than it is to
design an organization whizk will provide gpproximatel&
equal opportunity for all. As an instance, we may consider
the organization which‘proviées a, so-celled, classless
society. Actually, such a society is a one-class society
and this implies an organization desirned to accomodate
the needs of but one psychological type or type group.
Inevitabiy, such a soclety is organized along lines defined
by a eroup of particular assumptions; Nécessa?ily, there
woiald be a prédetermined gset of duties, rights, priveleges
and restrictions wkizk that were equally appl%cable to all
individuals. A praticular psychological type, or a restrict-
ed group of psychologicql types; could adjust themselves
to such a complex readily or; at least, reasonably well,
and function with corresponding effectiYeness, But the
counter type, or cPoup of crunter typss, would be forceably
restricted in function and in the unfoldment of self-
expression. For them would be the tarture of the_Procrustean
bed. So the program of the one-class soclety neceésarily
implies cruelty. One portion of the human eroup would
find itself living under conditions more or less favorable
for the attainment of happhbhess or self-realization, while

another unfavored group would face the lot of constant
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repression. And, as aAwhole; anclety would lose since it
would not receive the benifit of the potential contribution
of the repressed group. A one-class sneliety 1ﬁp1ies a
one~gided soclety.

I have developed the precéeding 11lustration at some ,
length in order to sursest something of the importance of
the relatlonship of psycholorsical types to social 6rgan-
izetion. Tentatively; the reader vas asked to entertain
the idea of the actuallity of difference In psycholosical
types and, in particular, of the correlation betveen
introversion and extraversion; on the one hand; with the
ideals of individualism and enllectivism, on the other.

So £ ar I have not proven the fact of inherent type-
differences nor the correctness of the above correlation.
I have sousht merely to illustrate how importanﬁ a knowledre
of type-psychology is for the planers of sociel organization;
it being granted that vitally important differences in
indiviad uallspychology exist.

¥

That not all individuals have the same psychical orean-
ization has been knowvn from a very early day. However; the
most systematic approach to this subject has been made in
our owvn day. In thls field we are especially indebted to

Dr. Cerl G. Jung for his contributions.* But some decades

¥ Tor a serious study of this subject the volume, "Psychol-
ogical Types?; by C. G. Jung, is recommended to the reader,
As the evidence justifyihg type~classification is well
developed in this work I shall not attempt to restete the
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before Dr. Jung made hls contribution the philosopher

and psycholoeist, William James; had become aware of the
fact of type differences, As he has shown in his
"Prarmetism: a new name for some old ways of thinking";
philosophers fall into two types which always stand in

a relation of philosophical confllict. The representatives
of these types use-thé same logic and have access to the.
seme facts, yet they build loecically incompatible vorld-
views. And all of thls 1s not due to difference of skill
but to an Inecongruency in the extra-lorical presuppositions
of each. James calls this a difference in temperament;
which 1s but another name for divergence in psycholorsical
organization or attitude. '

But long before the time of James; Friedrich Schillef,
the German poet-philosopher, attained throush the insisht
of hls genius a shrewd understanding of the conflict of
the psycholorlcal funections, both in the individual and in
snciety. There is evidence that even the Greeks were avare
of the-re type~differences and; if we turn to the Orient; we
find that this knowledee is still more ancient. The more
one studies thé Indian Yoge the more he becomes convinced
of the depth of the psycholocical insircht ~f the Indian
Sages, The Yorle literature consists of a vast collection
of systems of psycholorical adjustment. There is no one
system »f Yoga that is exclusively wvalild fbr all individuals.,
For some there is Bhaekta, for others; Krama Yoga, for still
others,\Jnana_nga énd, finally, a #ery technieal group

of systems classed under the general herd of Kundala Yoga,

evidence here, save in the sense of an abstract outline of

the system, supported by 1lllustrations.
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desifpned for those who are qualified., The principle of

the richt method for the rirsht men is fundamental throughout
the whole theory of Yoga. What is this but a r§cogn1tion of
differeﬁcésfin idndividual psycholoey? In fact, it is
probable that no people has ever been more consclous of

the fact that different men have different psychical
orepanizations than have been the Indian Sages. The original
care organizatlion of snclety seems to have been desiecned

to meet the problems growing out of the differences in the

inherent psychical orgenization »f different men.*

* It is important to a¥oid the mistake of judeine the
original casbe organizetion by wvhat ;t has become in its
present corrupted state. Apparently, in the original
pattern there were but three or four castes; with the
possibility of the transference of the individual from one
caste to another, Thus the individual was not brrn irrev-
ocably into any given easte, but eould be transferred vhen
he revealed the appropliate psychical adaptation. wa; each
caste had its dutles, richts, priveleges and restrictions;'
which varied in each case. In this way, there came into
existence a complex society vhereln the dlverrent needs

and possibilities of different humen beinegs were recornized.
It 1s a system that implles pggcholoeical tolerance and;
apparently; even to thls day there is a far greater
psycholosical tolerance manifested in Indian snelety than
has ever been knovm in the West. In facet the typieal
VWesterner has learned little »f the art »f maintaining a
vital religious attitudecombined with tolerance for radically
different relirious attitudes.



It should be evident that in the field of type psychole
oy e are nat deeling wilth anything like en absolutely
new discovery, It is 8 new dlscovery only in the sense
that now; Tor the first time;’meétern psychologyiis riving
the fact of diverpence in psychical orcenizetion a
sclentifie recopnition. Anﬁ; 50 far; it is epparently a
quite unknovn feot for wectern sociolory; althouph it is
e factor »f saclcloriecal importence second to none.

In our vestern culture the prinary sHhurces of our
knovledre of type structure lie mainly in tvo fieldst
(n} the domain of psychopatholory, both 1n'the form.&f
- Tull psychosis and of the less developed para~psychosis,
end, (b}, the field of the psychology of penius. This is
the cace for a reasgon vhich veadily dbecomes clear., In
both the instances of psychopatholorsy end of renlusg tve
have an exapgeration of thexsmriyxgznompaazuys psychiceal
states or capacities that is not to be fHund in the Ynormal®™
{naividusl. Throurh the exer~eration of the v arious
conponents in the psychlcal orrpenizatlion of men ve are
enabled to isolate, at leastfrelatively; those conponents
and sudbnit then to analysis. This is but an sdaptotion of
the nmethodology typlecal “or all oceclidentel science, since
this science procecds bv a méthod nf analyslis preceeding
gubsequent synthesis and applicction. Thus, in the
paycholorical field ve srrive at a better understrndines
of the so~celled nornd men throurh the study o»f the
abnoroel or unusual as canlfested in patholory and renlus,

There iz no doubt but that the beeoning fomiliar with
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one's self as a psychical organization is an appalling
business. It 1s not to be recommended Tor one who prefers
his illusions.to a realistic view of himself.and of his
fellow-men. But no one has a rirht to attempt social
planning vho lacks the courage to face the ordeal of
psychical purificetion  which comes to him who earnestly
endeavors to understand himself end mankind in reneral in
the psycholorsical sense. The student soon comes to wonder
Just how many truly sane men there may be iIn this world.
For the most part, he finds that the so-called "normal®™ man
is just about sane enoush to be gllowed to remain outside
an asylum, and thet 1s all. And, if he is a really honest
student; he will be dumbfounded by tﬁe discoveries he will
make c¢oncernine himself, Perhaps he will decide that he
is just lueky in that he has not yet been found out by.the
authorities. At any rate, he will approach hls soclal
planning with a preatly increased humility and a whole-
some uncerteinty with respect to his own presuppositions.
Probably he will do much less planning; but will bring much
more wisdom to bear upon such effort as he continues to put
forth in this dieection. Undoubtedly; he will find the
causes of human suffering to be far less of an economic

character than he had formerly supposed.
*kk






BOOK I
Chapter 2
The Attitude Types

The completed picture of the psychological types is
very complex. Popular knowledee on the subject seems to
be larrely coniined to the two types which Dr. Jung has
called the"Attitude Types". These are the familiar introverts
and extraverts to which ¥Te ha e already referred in the
preliminary statement. But in addition to the primary
attitude of introversion or extraversion the more evolved
or differentiated 1hdividual manifests a predominance of
one or nmore of the functions of consciousness; wvhile other
functlons are repressed. Dr, Jung has isolated four such
functions, but a study of mysticism together with Buddhist
and Vedantist psychology at least susrests that this 1list
is incomplete. However; the four functions seem to be
easily identifled and are probably the only ones that are
active, save in the case of rare types. wa; the various
combinations of the different possible functional types
with the two attitude types supply a distinetly elaborate
complex, with the result that the complete analysis of a )
piven individual is by no means a simple matter. However,
I shall simplify the approach to the subject by first con-
sldering the general characteristics of the two attitude
types, taken in isolation from the modifications due to
various funetional patterns.

It is a basice gssumption, thougeh one which it seems im-
pos<ible to prove, that all living men; vho are awske and

not in a state of trence or of unconsclousness, realize a

N P I SR ey
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state of consciousness concerned with obJects or contents

in sﬁme sense. These contents; given in their raw immed-
lacy in the stream of time, are cplled experience, But
while all men have experlence in this sense; not all men
relate themselves to experlence in the ssme vay. For same;
the eXpérienced content 1s something objectlive to vhieh
reality-value is give n. Bul for another group this
experienced content has the signiflicance of an essentlally
unreal, though useful, cetalytic agent, serving the purpose
of arousing to vmkefulness of a latent capaclty for the
recornition of a timeless; objectless Reality; which is a
somewhat that can be Known, but not experienced in the sense
of the above definition. These attitudes correspond to the
fundamental philosophic difference represeyted by the systems
of Naturelism.and Idealism or Spirituelism, the latt er term
being understood in the strict rether then In the current
popular sense. DBetween these extremes there is a number of
more or less intermediate positions which, however; lean
more In the one or the other di¥rection, The divergence
betveen these two tendencies is not due to difference in

the content of experience nor of loglcal capaclity but to

a basic and; apparently; innate attitude or temperament
vhich appears to be born with the individual. Thus the

same "raw immedliacy" starts psychical procesges in differe nt
men that lead in opposite directtdnnsThe one process is
oriented to the subjectlve component of consciousness;

thus being introverted, vrhile the other is directed

toward the objJective component and is extraverted,
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The evidence strongly indiecstes that these two
attitudes, in e fundemental sense; are not a product of
conscious culfure; but are ratﬁer factors which prede?er-
mine the cource of conscioﬁs culture. Uhquestionébly,
the indlvidual cen consciously will himself into a moTe
or less extraverted or Ilntroverted attitude temboaarily,
but while he is thus assumine the attitude which is not
- native fo himself it tends to have the effect of an un-
real pose, or to be like the playing of the part of a
characﬁer who is forelien to himself. it is also possiblg
by education, or by some other form of social cnnstraint,
to force an individual to funection in an attifude which
i1s alien to his real tempeiament. But this; it has been
found; is a fruitful cause of psychosis and even of
physiologlical mal-functioning, thus proving that such
constralint results in essential injury. Further con-
siderations vhich support the conclusion that the attitudes
are orlginal eiements in the constitution of the indiv-
idual are to be derived from biolosy and from the study
of physiological typese

It is knovn from biolpical studles that there are two
fundamentelly divergent methdds by which species attain
survival. One is by the extensive power of spreading seed
or of propigation; combined with a relative vulnerability
of the individual to destroying agencies, The other method
combines a high protection of the individual; so that he
becomes reletively 1nvu1nerable; with a relstively weak |

capacity for reproduction. It iz easy to see how these
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tvo blolorical patterné correspond to the extraverted
and the introverted attitudes respectively. For the ex-
travert wins by spreading himself over many relations; )
while the introvert can achieve only by indrawing to a

nonopoly of reletions In sonme sense. ¥

—t —

* Here is a psychological fapt vhich has very important
sociological implicationmg The systematic oppositlion to
monnpoly is a social projection of the extraverted
"~ attitude., Since the extravert succeeds best vhere relatlon-
ships are most free or most socially extended; he finds
himself crippled by all monopoliess But this spreading
processess is correspondingly crippling fbr'the intro~-
vert; Tor thereby he is disslpated into iIneffectiveness
through hhltipliéity of objective relationships. The
introvert broods his values 1nto consciousness; but on
the objective side requires the protection of a shell.
If his function should happen to fall In the field of
business he can succeed only 1f by some meang he can secure
the insulation of monopoly., Behind the lea of this
insulation he may bring into manifestation values of the
very ereatest importance. His method of working is un-
social;.though the product of his work mey be highly social,
All of this simply illustrates the difficulty involved
in finding eny working principle of universal social
valldity. The adequate socliety must conslider the nec-
essities of both attitude types if it is to receive the
advantages of the functions of both.or to.attain anything
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In his book, "The Psychology of Genius", Ernst Kretschmer
has shown the presence of distinesulshable psysiolorical
types, of which the pyknic‘and 1eptosomati§ types are the
most important end the most contrasted. He reports that an
extended psycholorical study has revealed a very decided
correlation between these types and the two most basic
Dpsycholorical temperaments, These two tem?eraments are
approximating even-balanced justice, Thus, in the present
instance, there must be a place for monopoly as well as s
field which is free from monopoly. It would seem that we
must distingulsh between types of monopolies. I would .
sugrest that group monopolies arc essentlally destructive,
while individual monopolies may be‘highly benificient;
provided the latter shelters an introverted creativeness.

. Governme nt; labor-union snd widely owmed eorporgtion
monopolles would seem to fall in the first class, while
monopolles centering around an individual during the
creation of new industrlsl possibilitlies apparently fall
into the letter. This sugrestion 1s quite countér to the
present trend which rather strongly favors government
monopolies; nonopolles of labor unions and of certain
established large corporations repgulated by the government,
This is simply one of the many instances in western soclety
where the advantege is gliven to the extraverted attitude |

vhile the introvert becomes the tmnly "forgotten man".
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the eyclothymlie and the sehizothymic; respectively. The
p¥knic type; as the name sugpgests, 1s broad and thick-set
vhile the face has soft and full contour. An exomination
of a series of selected photographs of this type gives
the impression that the representatives are egenerally
well-nourished. In contrast; the leptosomatic type has
lecan features and tends to have spare and even under-
developed bodies. These men appear as under-nourished

or even starved. Among the corresponding temperaments;
the cyclothymic is char acterized by an oscillation of
mood. There is more or lgss marked tgndency to swing between
happiness and sadness but, we may say, the whole man goes
with the mood, so there 1s not a splitting process. The
mental attitude tends toward objective re alism. ©On the
other hand; the schizothymic temperament tends toward
withdraval or to being occupied within themselves and to .
seriousness without much humor. Thiy. type tends to be
hirhly strung rather than gay or melancholy. The mentalv
process inclines to be romantic; locical and idealistie,
rather than reallistle, humorous and emprical.

While this classification of temperament is eiven from
the angle which is of pecullar importence to the psychiatristl
vyet 1t is not difficult to see the eorrglation with extra-
version and introversion. Though the fﬁo systems of
classification may not be completely ldentlcal, yet the
extravert attitude is readily correlgted with the pyknie
type and the cyclothymie”xemperament, vhile the introvert
tends to be the leptosnmatic with the schizothymie

tempersment.¥

¥ " Back of the actual determination of therse regﬁtionships
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Thether or not the relationship hetween the psycholorical
attitudes and the ecorrespondine bhiolorical agd physiological
tvpes is thet of cause or effect or; perﬁéps, gome 6ther
relationshipf, such as that of inter—aﬁticn; is not a
question t» be solved by snap 3udgnent; The prejudice
fevoring en cbjective aetislory of psychical effests,
uhiech is so'chsr:cteristic of ocur physical science; would
support the conclusion that the biolorical differentiation
is primary. But this implies the arbitrary sscumption of
the prirars validit& of the eztravert attitude. The
introvert, who hes not s01d himeelf out to the opposite
type; will dlspute this aésumption.mast eaphatiesllye For
his search into the subJestive rootss of consciousness will
find no blolorleal causes. He will see the nhuie notion
of a biological gysten or order &s & construction prajectca‘
by thinklnes eonscilousness. The Tov “"facts® 9? sensation;

by themselves, supply mo such system. Hence, he will

there is en enormous amount of research, The retord of this
work exists end mey be studied by those interested. Ly
present tack 1s not the reproduction of the statement of '
evidence but the development of certain ¢snsequences vhich
rrow out of the poychologlesl faots. For thot purpose I am
concerned oimply with a ﬁresentaticn.of the psyehodlorical
picture; from the bage of vhich further esnclusions will

be dravm. The reader;bwho desires to delve more deeply

into the subject, l1s recommended to the psycholorical

literature esncerned.
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naturally recgard the blolosical system as a reflected
effect, to which the conselous psycholorlcal attitudes
stand in causal relatlionship. The student of oriental
Yoga will reélize thaﬁ such an attitude wsas wéll developed
lones aco and thus is by no means & purely imatinaﬁive
possibility. It ié merely occidental pfejudice and habit
that have closed our consciousness to the ready recoenition
of thié other possibility.

However; In any case; this fact should now be clear;
i.e.; that the difference between the attitudes is not
merely a product of culture, but is grounded deeply in
the very nature of 1ife and consciousness 1tself. Thus
we afe in no position to pass en “off4hand“-judament.as
to the esdential validlity or doundness of the one attitude
with respect to the other.' The'gggzg_and the arguments;
or the principles end the arpumegts; that are decislve
with the members of the one typé, lose all force with the
other, since there ié not agreement in primar‘y perspect%ve
or valuation. If the soclal organization is for all men,
and not to be oriénted to the interests of one special
Froup élone; if follows that the organization must be
desiened in such & way as either to be neutral with respect
to the v arious types, or else have such a complex form as
to provlde zones or cdmpartments favorable for the functioning
of the respective types. And; in this ccnnection; no point
becomes more Importent thekx the fact that no one type can
design the adequste organization,

One of the popular views of the &#ifference betwvieen
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introversion and extraversion veints a pilcture of undue
simplicity."Aecording to this view the difference is
merely that of placine the emphaslis upon the facts of
experience aé eiven through the senses; in the case of ]
the extreverfa or upon the ideas derived from those faets,

in the cace pf the Introvert. But this is an obviously
extrevert viex nf the difference, for it gives, by 1mplication;
priority to the obJect of the senses and sees introversion

as a secnndary or derived process. The seif-conseious and
1ntplleotually developed introvert will gived the ideas the
priority and view experience as simply an occasion which
arouses the/ideas into recornition, To the true thinking
introvert xhe iders are original and substantial and the

cbject forfthe senses only an insubstantial shadow. Such

an 1nfrovert has no fundamental trouble 1in understand ing

the phildsophy of Plato. But the defect in this popular

view poes @éaper than this. For the idea, itself, is still

en objecw' th@uph of & more subtle nature than the object

for the ;ens 9; In the absolute sense, he who 1s oriented

to ideas iélstill on the extraverted side, thoush less
extraverted than those who sive primary reality-value to

the sense~object‘ The boundary line betveen introversion fd
and exgﬁave:sion, in the absolute sense, i1s passed only '

when é;gécigusness is completely disengaged from contents,
wheéper sénsuous affectional or ideational. Ordinarily,

% s<derrfe of introversion 1s attalined only in dreamless
sleep, which cnnnot be called a conscious state in the

familiar sense. One who is not famillar with the deeper

v

. h
Y
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states af’myst§c31 oonsciousness 1s disposcd, guite
understendadly, to question whether introversion in this
deep sense can ever he a conscious value. waever; vihen
'1ntroversion does praceed fer enou~h to enter the zone of
nystical conseinusness, ncessfisnally & state of full
ennsgisusness is attained vwhereln there is no e¢-ntent,
save in the sense that coﬁscieusness becomes 1ts o™i cone
tent, This c¢orresnnonds to dresmlcos sleep; but dliffers
fron the latter in thet 1% is fully self-tonscious. From
this level of conscinousness the state of mwarcnens of
ideas stands very definitely on the extravert side,*

Everv time a nan falls ssiecp he participates ina
procege of introversion. By acguirinc the art of oboorv-
ing this prseess he ean lenrn ridch sbout vhai introve rsien
reans. Vhen a nrn dles introversinn 1s corried st11l fur-

ther. Vhen the dving proces~ has been arrested end the life

-y

¥ I do not attempt to prove here what has been atffirmed
in the latter part of the abn e perarreph, The subjest is '
a very lavrre one and prnef; in the strictly objective gense,
doec not éﬁd cannot exist. Objectively, only & pre~mption
for the consclinsusnear cen he builded. 7he only proof is by
personai verification; but thio involves anacst of Intro=-
cepti?é penetration thet is very difficult for most netures.
The.interesied reader 1s recomended to rend the immense
litercture‘cn nysticisn, sspeclally the Vedentic aond
Bué&histi& maguels on Yore, I have offered a esntribution

in the vdiume, "Froi Point~I to Space -I%,
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of the body re-established, 1t occaslionally happens that
the individual 1s able to report the stares of consclousness
through which he passed. I have known instances of this
kind, and in each case the states passed throush parallel
certain stages of deep mystical consciousness. From the
stendpnint of & well-developed power of introversion the
procesﬁwa falling asleep end ~f dying are not the simple
drewing of a curtdin over consclousness, &s so generally
supposed by the extravert. Consclousness simply functions
in another phare vhich also can be traced consciously by
developine the approplote capscity. Consclousness merely
enters snother phase which affords material for the scientifie
solirit, but which is not an object.for scientific observatlon
in the extravert sense.* There is, beyond all sensation;
all feeling and all mﬁaation; anothe? domain of consciousness
which operates according to itsﬂlaws, and is a part of the
total nature of man. Therefore, it has 1ts rlight to a
co-determinant part in the forming of the socisl organiza-
tion of 1ife. Typically; western socloloey disregerds all
this. |

It should be clear that a distinction must be made
betveen the contragt nf introversion and extraversion in
the sbsolute sense, and the more famiiiar differentiat?on .
in which the distinction ig one of degree. Ve may sayﬁﬁhat,

outslde of mystical states, all waklng conscioTusness is

¥ I coined the word "introception™ to represent the

requisite activity and focus of consciousness necessary

for this_kind of research,
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extraverted in the absolute sense, because such eonscious-
ness 1s engaged with objects in some way. Wé may speak .
of one race or'one 1ndi§1dua1 #¥E as relaslvely 1ntroverpe§,
or the reverse, vlith respect to aﬂother raéé'éf'ihdividual,
and in thils case our reference vould be to the contrasting
attitudes of the waking consciousness. This is the usual
sense in which the two types are differentiatéd, But in
this case there is no absolute line between introversion
and extraversion. It is rather an arbitrary line, so
drewn that half of the population of a glven race or culture
would fall on one side and half on the other, Thus, when
we consider different cultures and races the relative positions
poxiox of this arbitrary line vary In their respective
distances from the absélute 1line séparating all conscioué-
ness concerned with objJects in eny sense, and that state
where consciousness is its own content. When this arbitrary
line occuples a position far out on the side of extraversion
then, we would say, the correspondins race or culture is
extraverted és compared to another race nr culture where
the érbitrary line is neerer the absolute center. It is
in this sense that we may speak nf occidental culture as
beine extraverted, vhen contrasted with the culture of
India. ; |

Since all waking ceonsclousness, other than that of
mystical states, is to be fegerded as extraverted In the
absolibte sense, it follows that all cultures which are
mnost highly extraverted are more unbhlanced than the

cultures vhich are relstively intoverted. The more in-
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troverted races and cultures are nearer the center. This
fact leads to the consequence that the more extraverted
cultures are, of the tvo, the less stable.*

Naturally the strongest relative menifestation of
introversion and extraversion 1s to be found in 1ndivhduais
réther then 1n races. If we seek out the mest powerful

exsrples of the tvo types ve will perceive the contrasts

* I once saw a chart representing all the great cultures
knovm to history, ~iving the point of origin, the time and
decree of rreatest world-dominence and the time of dis-
appearance. L1t vas interestine to note that only tvo of

the cultures now exicsting were also present at the earliest
davm of known.history; end these tvo were the cultures of
China end India. In the interim, other cultures have arisen
and vanished, and such as now dominate in the West were born
- relatively recently. All of these shorter-lived cultures
are obviously more'extraverted end more militavt than those
of China and; especially, ¥ndia. On the whole, they
expanded for a relatively brief period to ereater world-
domination than the latter; and then vanished complétely

in a cyqle that is rather surprisinegly short. All of this
points to the conclusion that the greater vitality and stab-
11ity is found in the Chinese and Indian cultures, And what
conelusion are we to draw from this? The answer 1s very clear,
The more introverted cultures are cloger to the roots of
'consciousness and 1ife and; therefore, less disposed +to

becorie dissipated as Tontless psychical fractions.
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in strone rellef. Of all historic examples of supreme
genﬁmé, which was combined?&ith a strong development of

the introverted attitude;éthe;best known are Buddha and
Christ. The spiritual stéﬁﬁ;efand influence of these Men
is without question and iﬁfwéli known. Thet They menifested
a stronecly 1ntroverteqvé£titﬁ&e is quite obvious, for both
preached a lessage of‘othéifworldliness, & characteristic
of the introverted oriénﬁétion which has gone deeper than
the four functions. wa; if we examine into Their sig-
nificance for the world we find it summed up in the idea of
universal galdvation. The implementation of Their function
lay in example and precegt without violent constraint.

If; on the other hand, we seek for the greatest devel-
opment of supreme extraverted genius we must look for a
power which operates directly and forcefully upon the
objective world and; especially; ubon the human object;
s'nece 1t ls the human object that requires the ereatest
capaclty for feeling into the object on the part of one
_who seeks to be effectively influencial.* The most com-
manding powers of this kind are ?o be found in the
politico-military genius. Hence, the greatest of all
extraverts have been the men vho have determined the course.

of history through political and military power, The

* The mineral object beina; of all sensible objects, the
most responsive to the control of the 1ogically developed
idea, it require~ much less of the capacity for feellng into
the object in order to secure control, than 1s the case with

orpanie objeets, particularly man,
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primery power-instrumént employed is of irrational psycho-
political character, supplimented by a compelline objectiye
fdree‘ waeﬁer, naked physical force is the more obvious,
if the less fundamental; pover-principle. Men who Pit this
description come to mind very readily. Thus we think of
Genghis Khan; Ceasar and Napoleon. All of these men are
very importesnt historical determinantsf They se? a tempo
to which other men within thelr orbits, verBlorce, had to
march; if they wished %o continﬁe toilive.

wa; it we contrrst the cbjectives of these supreme
exemples of the two types we quickly find the keynote of
each, The ideal of the superlativq extravert is worlde
conquesits that of the superlative introvert is vorid-
salvation.

Though the two attitudes are complementary; yet in
thelr differentisted development they introduce conflict;
which becomes perticularly marked in the most stronely
contrasting instances. Among the examples of opposed types
Fiven gbove no two csme into direct contact; thourh Jesus
and Jul;us Ceasar 1llved ot approximately the same time.
‘Hovever, the Rome of Jesus' time had faglen heir to the
mantle of the great Ceasar ané this has afforded us an
opportunity for an historic study of the interaction of the
twvo spirits. Vhether or not the story of the crucifixion is
historically correet; it 1~ symboliecally true, and thus
reflects the effect of the impact of the tvo attitudes,
Actually, as 1t.appears In the account; Jesus wvas crucif-:

ied throuesh the permission of the Roman povernor in
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Palistine, and thé physical asct was performed by the

Roman soldiers. In 1ater'centur1es;,as the Christian
movhement permeated the Roman'world; the political renius
of Rome awoke to what was happening and recognized in
Christianity a chellenge. The spirit of Ceasar answvered
by the great persécution so well known throurhout
Christendom, From the political standpoint the effort

to stamp out the Christian spirit was 1nev1tab1e; for the
latter carried a threat to thc‘very basls of Ceasar-power,
In the end; the Christien movenwhh won; in the sense that
Rome had to capltulate formelly, though in the victory the
Christien spirit lost something in that there was a
dissipation »f much of the early purity. If, on the other
hand, we view this issue as met by the Christ in his ovn
words; ve find a recognition of the conflict but; also,

a very different technique for meeting it. Jesus ennun-—
clated the formula: "Render unto Ceasaf the thines that are
Ceasar's; but render unto God the things that are God's.™ ¥
Strted In psychological terms thls means: "Render unto objective
relationships that which beloﬁgs to the obJect, but render
unto subjJeetive relationships that which belongs to the
Subject.” Comment ag to the difference manifested by these

two gpirits is scercely necessary.

¥ In the larger number and more ordinary situations produced

by life 1t is possible 15 work out an adjustment of this
two~fold obllgation, symbolized by that which 1s due Ceasar
and God rrspectively. But when there is a conflict beteen

the Divine and the political commands the individual is
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But the spirlt of Ceasar still is strong; particularly
so at the present time. Since the first phase of the vorld-
var the political spirit hes gained an enormous accession
of power. The fundamental principle of the totalitarien
state Is the monopoly of power by the poiitical spirit.
It mey be expressed by the formulmi "Nothine outside the
state; nothing above the satey all within the state." The
Inplication for a spiritually oriented religion is obvious.
In this situation the subJective or introverted valuation
is as completely repressed as is possible. The course of
action wilth respect to the free exercise of relirion taken
by the present Russian; German and Italilan covernments is
inevitable. Religion is permitted only in so £ ar as it
serves as a support of political objectives. Totalitariankim

forced to make a choice as to his primary allegiance., In
symholic terms the question then is: "Is God or the politiecal
entlty the truly éovereign pover” Those who give primacy
to political power or the state, in effect; dethrown God.
This 1s equlvalent to the denial of tpe authority of
conscience wRx¥k and of the "Volce", 'Today the world-
tendency 1s very strongly oriented to the uneonditional
ascendency of the state or the political entity., This means
that behind the military end economic confiicts there is a
much more important rellgious battle. It apvears that those
who stsnd for the primacy of the authorlity of consclence

nust be prepared to face a new cycle of persecution.
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In the current sensc, iz a manifestation of extreme cxtra-
version. How; when an attitude hecomes too.exclusively
domlinant it tends to become pathologlceal and we beesin to )
have syaptoms of a psychgsis. In the case of extraversion,
that is dverly developed, 1t is found that the psychosis
tends to take the form of hysteria. This may help to
explalin much of the recent phenomeﬁa connected with the
totalitarian states. 1% 1s also a factor which serves to
make those states peculi rly danaerioﬁs, but not necessarily
in the sense that they will become more powerful than others,
The danger is rather like thet of a contagious disease vwhich
congtitutes a threat to all vho come into contact with it.
In the preceeding examples of extraverslion and intro-
version the conflict between the attitudes is bhroucht
forth in strons relief., It is only fhérvthaf the picture
should be extended to include an instance in which the
complementnry operation of the attitudes is manifecsted.
Wie are afforded an excellent exammle of this in the fie}d
of physical research, Physicists fall into two classes,
the empiric phyéicists and the mathematical phyéicists.
Now it is c¢lear thet the former have the more extraverted
attitude as they are prinecipitly concerned with fact-
determination, snd that implies primary orientetion to the
objJect given directly or iIndirectly thorugh the senses.
In c¢ontrast, the mathe matiecal physioist is occupied with
an abstracting ildeational process, obvinusgly implying en
introverted sttitude. The stupendous advance of physics
has been accomplished by the co-operative interaction of

these two attitudes, while the conflicting temperaments

of the two types has been relastively submerged. A beautiful
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instance of the éoooperation of there two attitudes is
~ afforded byfichelson and Einstein. Michelson was e very
able experimental physicist vho specializgd in precise
measurement. He; with the help of Morley, devised the
experiment which demonstrated that we eould unot conceive
of the esrth as either pas<ing thrbugh an unaffected ether
or as draéing that ether alone with it. This provided
part of the data which led to the special theory of
relativity; of which Albert Einstein was the principle
creator. ZExperimmont produced a seemingly conitradictory
situation which was finelly reconcliled by pure speculative
reflection, ‘
In the transition from the speclal t» the peneral
theory of relativity ve have4an examplie ol a hirhly
introverted functlon which is of deep sienificance. The
generalized theory or_relativity reguired the abandonment
of Euclidian geometry, but another reometrical concept was
found already existing which'statisfied the requiﬂﬁents
of the relativity theory. Thls alternative form of
geometry is known as the Riemannian or Ellyptic ceometry,
It vas in the middle of the nineteenth centmry thet Riemenn
tackled the problem of the twelvth Euelidian axiom, which
concerned par allel lines. He proceeded by arbitrarily
assuning a statement which rsdically violeted the Euclidian
assumption; and then investipated the possibility of
building a lorically consistent system upon the new basis,
In this he wyas entirely successful. This new system deviated
from the Euclidlan egeometry in the case of every theorem

dependent
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dependent upon the parallel axiom, but otherwise the
- theorems wefe_the seme, Now some of the consequences
are quite sta?tling for one who has been trained in
Euclidain éeémetry and conceived it as the one valid
system. Thqg; if two gaxzthx lines are drawn pernen-
dicular to atthird 1ine these lines are parallel in
Euclidlan peometry and meet on1y at Infinity, but in
Riemannian geometry they meet in a finite distence. I%
must be remembered that these lines are straight and not
curved. Hénce the new geometry defined a peculisr kind
of space and one which 1s not infinite in extent. wa, it
so happens, that this pedmetrical concept has served' in the
hands of Ein§tein, as the conceptual basls of the develop-
ment of & systematio cosmo-~-conception which nost effeetively
inteprates the facts of physical and astronomical observation,
In the oase of Riemann's investigation there vwas no
thourht of a practical application to the "facts" of
exnerience.ﬁ-His was a purely lorical study, baced
pecullarly upqn an arbitrarily introduced assumption.
But he_prodqbéd, thereby, 8 lorical scheme which made
possible thé[organization of cbserved fact seversl vears
later. wa3'%he arbitrary assumption 1s essentially an act
of free creation,* In this we have the process wvhich
analytic pquholoﬂy calls the phantasy function' pbantasy
meaning a eregtive projection out of the Subject, as dis-

tinpuished f£6m impressions derived from the object throuch

¥ Pure mathematics 1s now regarded as a systematic applica-
tion of logic to a group of fundamental assumptions that

are themselves a product »f free creation.
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the senses, The activ?ty of phantasy is thus an introvert
function. Accordingly, the éevelopment.of the Ellyptic »
geonetry was a highly'inttovert activity.

How ig 1t that a system,‘barn out of a combination of
loeic end creative phantasy, should be such that it com-
bines the facts of observation so that they form'an '
intellirible whole? The lnvestigatlon of this question
leads us into some of the profoundest mysterles of con-
sciousness, From the standpoint »f the naturalistlc
assumption, that the experienced world is self-existent
and independent of conscious beine and life, this question
becones very difficult, if not 1mpossib1e,}to ensver. But
- 1f one approaches the problem by predicating the priority
of eonsciousness; vith respect to all objects; then 1t is
reldtively eary to outline en answer that i1gs intellieible
and; at the same time, satisifies the facts. 'In this cage
we Tind 1t easy to conceive of the Subject as laying dovm
the form of possible experience,; and thus there 1s nothilng
gurprising in the fact thet actual experlence of the object
is such that it falls intq the framework provided by the
subject. Thug a given conscious belne produces a Tramevork
of possible experience by a consclous or unconsclous
phantasy functinn of the subject, This framewerk serves
a two-fold purpose? In the first place, it serves to Tocus
consciousness go that it operctes positively in a preew
determined direction rnd; second, it scts as 8 scréen or
blinder vhich inhibits the action of conseisu sness in

other directions, Thus 1t is inevitable that a man who
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has strong doctrinal convictions will pefceive on}y those
facts which confirm his convictions. Accordingly, experience
inevitebly substentiates prior conviection. This affords a
simple and rather obvicus explalnation of why man are bouﬁd
by their relipious; scientific and social dogmas; Within
the framework of the dosmas they may be rational and
obJective enough; but thev simply do not see facts or
prineciples which 1le outside the range delimited by the
dormas. No man can be convinced by any argument in the

face of his convictions., His position can be changed only
by a process of conversion; which implies the transformation
of consciousness out of one framevork into another.

From the foreroing aonsiderations a consequence follows
which is of the utmost importence in its bearing upon the
social problem. Often relisious groups;Asocial reformers
or revolutionaries arise who look forth upon the sociall
whole from the standpoint of a particular framework. From
the given speical perspective the soclal nroblem—may assume
a clear-cut definition, which seems to be confirmed by all
the facts. ﬂence;, all too easily; the conclusion is drawn
that the particular definition with its implied prorsram is
exclusively correct. Others; who think differently; are
consequently regarded as either actuated by evil motive
or as lacking in information or intelligence. From this
posit;on it is but a shbrt step to a program of liquidation
of the former and of educktlion of the latter by propaganda.
Here 1s the setting, out of which fanaticism.and violence

grows very readily. Current history is do full of instances
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which fall into this pattern that it ls scarcely necessary
to cite illustrative examples. ~Now. the framework; which is
typically accepted uncritieally and without a conscious
recopnition of its presence; predetermines the facts that
can be perceived. . This is the reason why basie.thepries
that have the character of innate conviction - particularly
so if they are unconscious = can never be diSproﬁen by -
reference to the facts., They can be chéllenged successfully
only throush the action of other fremeworks springing out
of the depths of the subJeoct. If, now, it is desired to
build a sound and balanced soclety, recognition gnst be
~iven not only to obJective factors but; as wvell, to the
differences between men growing out of the varieties of
frameworks from w hich men look forth upon the world, We
cannot formulate an obJective common denominator which 1is
equally valid for ell men simply for the reason that the very
formulation presupposes some particular framework of con-
sciousness. There is no one system of valuation equally
valid for all. There never will be a soclety in which
peace and jusﬁice,prevail until this fact is.appreciated
and given recognition in practical government and social’
‘realtionship.

It is only with great difficulty that we attain the
realization that not all men are psychologically like
ourselves. Our own outloeks; valuations; systems of ldeals
and interests naturally seem to us to be obvious and proper.
All too easily we conclude thet if others do not agree with
us then there 1s something wrong with them: they are either

wicked or stupid. Nsturally such a view concerning human
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beings, who aere not like us, has its effect upon courses

of action. When’this’vieﬁ‘13~he1d by men in povwer the
consequences can become very painful. We enter into mortal
battles with others when the possession of some psychol-
ogical understending whould change the whole issue. Aétually;
those who are unlike us may have as lofty valuatlions and
ideels as we have; but they- see the world from a different
perspective, '

There are renuine moral differences among men., In this
sense there are superior'and.inferior‘men. But the clas-ifw
ing of men in this respect; if it is to be'Just; must be done
with a due regard for the individual system of valuation.

It is not a guestion of the form of the moral code but rather
of how well the individusl lives by the codeg he accepts.

So fare as moral Judement is concerned; every man has e

right to his code.

When the introceptive proces of Introversion is devel-
oped to an advanced depree 1s deep level is reached wherein
conscinusness 1s concerned no'logeer with either objects of
the senses or ideas. In peneral, this stase of introversion
is not consclously traceable, but in a flew cases c¢onsclous-
ness persists as a result of training. In such instsnces
consciousness has become disseclated from content. Now it
may happen that the psychlcal vaiues lying within the subject
may be proJected either in the form of sensible Imares or ss
i1deas. In this case we are not dealing wlth externsl objects
nor with ideas derived from external objJects. Qﬁﬁée

frequently the images are visual in type and may be in the
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form of representations of iiving beings, world-fields,
svmbols, ete. In at least some cases~and;‘perhaps;
generally; these projected images or ideas carry with
them a much greater feelling of reality~value than anything
derived from external objects. The presenfment is, |
spontaneous or autonomous, in that both the imares and the
ideas Just happen rather than being the product of con-
sciously directed gffort upon the part of the individusl.
One who is familiar with these psychical events is bound
“to be grestly impresced with thelr importence. They tend
to be of the highect order of importance to the individual
realizing them and often are the sHurce of extended social
influence, particularly in the domain of relicsion. Now the
guestion arises: What is the sirnificance of these
presentmentsgv

In dealing with this question; Dr, Jung; first of all;
affirms their genuineness as psychical experience often
having superior value., But are they more'than merely
psychical? Most men who have such introceptive presentments
do give a most emphatic answer in the affirmative. From
such a source most metaphysical systems are derived as
well as the notions of inner worlds, of all the various rods
and other non-physical beines. Here is the fountein-head
of the different systems of religious eschatology. In
India the proliferadiion from this source is simply enor-
mous; but the same process is well developed in some
phases of Christianity., In this comnection ve may note the

extensive seership of Swedenborg. As an example of a
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metaphysical system drawn rrom.subjeetivg rootswthe‘ph;1-¢,
osophy qf(Plgtinus affords én excellent 1pstance,g In al1
of these cases substantial reality is. predicated of the
images and of the projected metaphysicgl s&stems. Accord-
ingly we must dlstinguish two‘notions: (A) the psychical
introcevtive penetration which is an indisputable event; and
(B); a substantial; meﬁaphysical.system of existences
corresponding to the psychical experience. Now the'quespion
of the valldity of the metaphvsical system is something
qulte dlfferent from the valuation of the psyghical event
considered purely as psychical, and the validlty of the
latter does not; of 1tself; imply the substantial reality
of the former. '

Dr, Juﬁg opegly challences the validlty of the hypos-
tatized'metapﬁysical systems; while regerdine the exper~
lences as psychologically valid and ;eal enouszh, With
respect to the discrediting of tﬁe.metaphyéical gystems
unquestionably the scientific and cultured world of the
West would now stand in apreement with Drl Jung. wa; .
thus faf; the Buddhist system stands in agreement‘with
Dr. Jung and the viewpolnt of western sclentific culture,
As one reads through the Sutras of the Mahayana Buddhist
11teratﬁre he finds the student warned not to regsrd
introceptive presentments as substantially real but rather
as belng empty snd & product of the mind; thourh admittedly
produced in a way that is generally spontaneous and not
consclously traceable by most individua1§i Thus; for
Buddhism, as well as for western science, the hypostatized

metaphysical world is unreal. But there 1s another aspect
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of hypostatized substantiality whieh 18 equally- diseredited
by'Buddhism.on the ground of the same insieht and loeic
applied in the metaphysical instanee, whereas in this respect
western enli&htenment has failed to think its thoughts thmugeh
| Our objective experience is composed of a proup of
sense impressions, called. perceptions, and apperceptions
connected with them, We unify such a group under the notion
of the external object. New if we analyse the 1mpressione
assumed to be derived fr-m an extennal objeet we never find
gt any time anything other than psychical elements; such as
sense~impressions and ideas, Yet we habitually say that
ihe object is a‘thing which exists outside of comsciousness
as such., We have never proven the reality of this "thing";
nor is it possible to do so since proof deals only with an
event in consciousness. We»Can-nro ve a ¢ertain persistenee
in the obJject that 1is 1ndependent of the determination of
the individual subject, but that is by no means equivalent
to proving lts existence as independent of consclousness as
such, It is quite easy to explain the pereistence>ﬁitheun
reference to the idea of the independent existence of the
object as "thing". Unqnestionably; we can treat 1t as
though 1% were independent and, in fact, that is what is
done by most men all the time; but this is by no means
proof of independent reality.

It is the strong tendency of extraverted_consciousness'
to predicate 1ndependent‘objective Teality of the obJeot
of the senses, Actually, however, this is merely another

hypostagis only, in this case, it is the type of hypostasis



-B2w Bk I Ch 2

favored by the. extravert. The same 1ogic that undermines
the metaphysical hypostasis applies with equal force 1n the
present case, and consistency requires that the attitude )
should be the same In both 1nstances._ For if the strong
feeling of reality 1s not to be trusted in the métaphysical
form, 1t is not to be trusted in relationg to the physical
object especially as the feeling of reality is stronger
in the former 1nstance‘ If ve are to sccept hypostatization
as valid in either case we must accept itlih both; or
uniformly reject it in both instances. Appérently; Dr.
Jung is not eohsistent in this réspect for he seems to
accept‘a physical order along with the psychical order;
while rejecting the metaphysicsal systems, At thisvpoint
I am forced to disagree with Dr, Jung.

Buddhism conslstently repudiates both hypostases and;
so far as I know; 1s the one system of thought thet is
completely consistent in this réspect. Both objective
and subjective phenomena stand on the same footing; both
have a relative or derived reality but both are essentially
insubstantial and empty in the absolute senée. For both
depend upon‘an inscrutible Reality which is nelther physical
nor metaphyslical but which is called by the northern Buddhists
"egsence of Mind." This wbuld correspond approximately
with the psychlcal reallty of Jung or with my own
formulation: "Consciousness-without-an-object and without-
a-subject™. |

The foregoing discussion of the attitude types is 11ttle
/



more than an »utline of a phase of the psychological
structure of_man. The statement is iIn no sense exhaustive
nor has any effort been made to establish proof. The full
treatment of the subJeet belonegs to the special fields of
psychology and philosophy and the reader who is interested.
in a more complete understend ing should refer to the
litefature on the subjJect., Our interest here is primarily
qenteréd upon the concequences for soclal organization
which grow out of the ﬁsychological structure of human
conscicusness. Thus, stated in 1ogical terms, we may say
that we assume the substantial correctness of the thesis of
analytic psychology, l.e., that individual humen conscious-
ness 1g organized under a number of diverging pstholoéical
pétterns¢ Then our problem becomes thattof the Iinvestigation
of the consequences which follqﬁ; in so far as they are
related to the socisl problem.

At thils point‘i shall suecpest one of the consequences
vhich grows out of the assumption that the normal attitude
of some men is 1ntroverted; while that of others is extra-
vérted. Eb: the 1ntrovert; the primary reality-detérminant
inheres in the sudbject to all conseiousness; wﬁile for the
extravert this determinant is found in the objech. NbB; ir
1t is assumed that the soclal probiem is primerily one of
manipulating the éircumstances within which human belngs
l1ive, then the fundamental reality—determinant is given to :
the objJect. Thus those programs whioh envisage the social
objective as equality of economic income, as equality of
access to the land, ete., are examples of soclal theory
whizkx
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that assume, at least unconsciously; the valuation of the
extraverted typeQ It 1s unquestionably true that if a

human Being 1s to live at all in this world he ﬁust have

some miﬁimnm access to economic values, such as food and

some contact with the land as;.for instance, the ground which
his body actually occuples. These are necessities of '
embodled existence, But é recognition of these irreducible
necessities by no means implles that equality of access to
land or other économie'value is a precondition of equality

of opportunity to attain happiness or self-realization, In
fact; if we were to make a search throﬁphout human history
for those men who have been most successful in the attainmént
of durdble happiness or of self-realizetion it would appear
that, at'least preponderantly, they are men who required
extrémely 1ittle economic resource. Consider,‘for 1ns§ance;
outstandgin spiritual Lights, such as Lao Tsze, Buddha,
Christ and the Tibetan Yogl, Milarepa. More often than not;
these Men have voluﬁtarily 1ived upon an obJective basis

of a most extreme~material'poverty. Equalbpossession_of

or accéss to material wealth would supply such men wi?h a
meaningless and burdensome surpluys. Yet, in contrast,

there are highly cultur?d extraverts for who very extenéive
resources are necessary, if they are to 1ive on a level of

even faintly comparable happiness and are to realize themselves
in falr degree., For one, a beggar's crust for fooa; a rag 4
abandoned on a pravé for clothing, and a cave for 8he1ter;

for the other, a connolsseur*s selection of food served in-

a gsetting of superior'aftistic taste, fine elothing for the
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covering of the body and a place to live in. Yet; with
all this material difference; both ﬁypes of 1ife are; or
nay be; ridh_and.fulls Thus; it beconmes evident that; for
som;material circumstance 1is highly important while; for
others; it 1s merely a secondary inciaépt.at best,
~ Which of these two types of lives ahoul&.be envisaged
as the social ideal? There is no answer to this question
on which all men would agree. Apparently; the vést majority‘
of human beings aspire to the position of the rich man. Yet,
would 1t not otill Temain true that it is those who are most
1ike Buddhs or the Christ who are most resbecte& and_léved?
In whieh; then, lies the rreater social ideal; the rich man
or the Christ? The answer to this question has a very vital
bearing upon social theor‘y. As the answers vary so, also;
varies the relative importance of the ecomomic problem.
There are those who; while they.reeopnize the right of
men to choose these vastly different ideals; yet maintain
that the soeisl problem is;'first of all, én economic one,
to the extent of providing for all men an economic minimum
necessary for comfortable living. But enalysis reveals )
that in this we s$ill have the extraverted presuppositio ns,
for circumstance is glven the first place as the social
determinant., And not only is clrcumstance given the Tirst
place; but it is the kind of circumstance vhich Pavors the
course of life orientgd to ?he objJect. It still remains the
1deal of the rich man, i.e., circumstance viewed as positive
determinant. wa; from the introverted pgrspective; eircum=

stance may be valued as a secondary agent, but in a negative
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sense. Thus eonditions, which from the extvaverted polint .
of view would be regarded as. unfavorable, such as painful
poverty,'nny g;, and often are, the most favorable condition
for shocking a sleeping consclousness to wakefulness. "In
the moment of greatest extremity we learn™. This. is a
proverb that is certainly often true. 01ear1y; then; in
thoge cases to vhich this proverb applies the prematu?e
removal of the extremify 1s no true service, Perheps,

more often than otherwise; it is the negative economic.
eondition xhieh produces the effective extrenity.

It should now be clear that, if the reallty of differences
of natural atiltudes is acgnowledpe, together with thelr
equal right to recognitlon, the the comprehensive sociael
program cannot be builded upon an economlc base; or upon
any other base that lays primary emphasis upon cbjective
circusgpanbes¢ The neutral or common ground of the two
attitudes lies deeper than this. But, even assuming that
an intellectual formulation of such a cormon ground were
to be found, serious inadequaclies would arise out of th?
fact that it was only an intellectual formulation. TFor,
psychologically, men are divided, not alone by differences
of attitude but, as well, by other characteristies of
psychical structure, such that, vhile an intellectual formu1~
ation would adequately serve the needs of certain types, it
wnuld hopelessly fail for others. To come to an undere
standing of these further .complications 1t is necessary
to arrive at some appreciation of the differences smong men -

growing out of varying patierns of the psychological Tunctions.
koK
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BOOK I
Chapter 3
The Functlonal Types

It is obvious that the totallty of consclousness cannot
be comprehended within any systeg of ideas, for man has
feelings as well as ideas. Thus, human belnes love and
hate as well as think. And however completely any ipdiv—
1dual may develop his ideas concerning love. and hate,vyet
~ such a system of 1deas forever remains something different
frqmitﬁb actual states of conscliousness known as. love and
hate. All of this is so obvious that it is hardly likely
that the staterment will be seriously challenged., But : i
while 1t may be rerdily recognized that love and hate fb’”
belong to a different dimension of conselousness than
thought; 1t is not so well knovm that the determinant
part which thought and feeling pley in the lives of dif-
fereﬁt individuals varies quite widely. Thought may play
the dominant role and t§us become the prime.determinant
of the tdtal l1ife vhile, In other instances, feeling occuples
the prior position. As a consequence; the nost perfectly
thoucht-out systen may well fall of universal'aceeptance;
even with individuals of comparable intellirence.

As men differ in terms of psycholoslcal attitudes, so
also; do they vary in the relative importance whleh they
attach to the different psycholoricel funetioms. This
raét forces us into & consideration of just vhet functions
there are vhich nay be variously developed among human
beings, This is an empirice question with respect to which

ve now have consideradble knowledgee



Just as clearly as human beings have feelings and
thoughts, so 1s 1t equally evident that there are sense-
impressions vhich constitute the primary means for the
acquantance with the objects of experlence. waever'mneh
thoucht and feeling may affect the interpresstion and
valuation of the conscious material Fiven throurh sense-
impressions yet, in the¥ latter there is a consciousness;
quality which is not reducible to either thdught or feel-
ing or any combination of these two. Arain, it is hardly
" pecessary to prove the reality of a funetion which univer-
sall§ recognlzed. o

But with the group of thought, feellng and sense-
perception we have not exhausted the recopnizable forms
of psycholorical function. The fourth, and_lpst;of the
recognized functions may be introduced by considering the
three senses in which the ve?b, "to feel“; is often emplayed.
A man may say: "I feel cold™, "I feel happy“ or; "l feel that

such and such a horse will win in this race."* When he says,

%¥ It is en intereéting faet that we commonly clearly dis-
tinpuish betwegn thinking and feeling, but use the latter

wnrd as a blanke$ term to cover the action of three diétinet
psychological functions. One is led to suspect that there

is some sirnificance revealed by this fact. We oppose
sensation; intuition and feeling proper)in one éroup)to the
function of thinking,as something which stands out in radical
contrast. Perhpps the meanine of thls tendency becomes clearer

when we regard the fact that directed »r intellectual thinking
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"I feel cold"; he is clearlfy"\%refering ‘Iﬁo a sensation;
but the state of feeling ha‘pﬁy“is something more then
a sensatlon. Heppiness is an émotional state which may
persist throughout a very wiéé:ran,@e of sehsations. But

when & men says, "I :t"eel théﬂi ‘such and such a horse \':111

ig a late development as eontrasted to the other functions.
That is, ’rhe psychical functions of feeling proper, sensatio n
and intulti on '@ in the broad sense, had attained a well-

iy

egtablished: developme nt ’oefn;'e man became an Intellective
thinker, Thinking thus sténés\:in peculiar contrast to the
other functions. Vay this/ perhaps explain why we use the
one word "fealing" to comprehend three functions in contrast
to the one fu}pction, thin}cihg?\‘? :

A furthei;’foonsideration{prp]:}s out of the fact that we can
trace from ‘él}e behaviour of} gmimals evidenee of active feeling
end sensatié »and other fp;io
intuition. /B\%‘b, apart from man‘

as being 1n eillectual. x{:'e sheak of an intellige:m:
1le

1xaning that 18, at least, like

we never speak of any animal

E

ctive animal, but rather .
\\

pk'e general\meaning of the word,

N

animal we’ dg not mean an ing

have in mi abroader and




=70~ Bk I Ch 3

wvin in this race™, he really refers to a function that is
nelther sensation nor affection. In ¢onmmon parlance; men
often speak of this kind of"feelling™ as a "hunch"; thus
revealing an instinctive Tecognition of the activity of s
distinet functlon. Obvﬁously; we have in thig the function
of Intutition. Now it i1s not necessary for us to prove
that a given "hunch® or intuition is correct to esteblish
the actuality of this function. To assume that invariable
correetness or valldlty of the product is the mecessarTy
condition for the proff of the actuslity of a functlion
would lead to the discrediting of all the functions; since
all are subject to inéorrect or unsound application. Thus,
much thinking will not stend logical examination; feeling
valuationS'are often defective; and there are opticel and
other sensory illusions. It‘is simply unreasonable to
require the intuitive funqtion to Justify its existence
throush operating alvays infallibly. The important point
is, thet e often find that men act or assume attltudes
for reasons that cannot be réduced to thinking; Teeling and
sensetion, and this is proof encugh that these tbhreec are
not the sole psychieallfunétions.

Althoupgh there are excellént reasons for concluding
that the four functions are components of all human con-
sciousness;vyet an empiric stu&y 6? individual huvman minds
soon mekes 1t epparent that the Telative deg@ree of the
development of the functions véries wide1y§ Sone men are
more &eciu?velyyoriented to thinking then to any of the

other three functions, but with others one of the latter
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occupies the predoninant plece. In fact; 1t seens to be

a rule that approximate equality Hn the development of the
functions is to be found only smong relatively uneviolved
or primitive individuals. Possibly; al the level of a

very high culture this state of approximate functional
balence ray be reattained; but certainly these hirhest

and lowest levels we find extensive specialization.

Fost of our culture is the frult of such specialization.

We have made extensive conquests in the field of thoupht;

© Just becsuse there have been men who have developed the
power of thought at the price of lmposed inferiority upon
the other functions. In contrast; we have many greaﬁ
artistic achievements that became possible through the
excessive valuation of feeling;‘sensation or intuition,

On the whole; it appears that if we were to isclate two
groups of human beings of comparable bioclogical development;
but vere to impose upon these groups the requirement that;
in one of them; the four functions were to be developed equally;
while; with the other; the functions would be specialized;
the resultant culturasl effects wwuld vary rreatliy. The
individuals of thg group wherein ?he Tunctions were not.
speclialized would, ungquestionably, develop in a more

Tounded vay than where specialization wes the rule;‘ In a
word they would remain psychically interrated. Bnt;.in
contrast; the specialized group w&ul& have ‘attained, on the
whole; a hirher level of culturélin a relatively short
period of time. This hirher level of culbure would result

throuph the combination of the Truits of concentrated
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specialization. ZEach indivi@ual would tend to be far
advenced in terms of hiSISPeéialty; at the price of remain-
ing relatively barbaric witﬁ';éspect to his inferior
functions. This would mean that as an individual, he waa
poorly inteprated and, therefore dependent upon the
specielizations of other individualu in the group. In the
one eroup we woul& have greater development of individuations
in the othe", a greater, development of c¢ollective culture,
Vhich of ;he preceeding hypothetic gocieties would be.
most desirable is a questiqn;‘with respect to which; we
can hardly hdpe for agreemént in the answers. Systems of
valuation vary far too wiaely. Each sociebty would heve its
advantages and 1imitations. The cultural advence of the
non-specialized PTOUD woul& be unqnestionably slomer. .But;
to offiset thﬁs, each member would be more vomplete,
1ndiv1dua11y,,and would be - 1ar&ely free from the problems
of psychofghthology, since. the latter srisec very largely
as the effect of the unbalance\prcduced by over-gpecislization.
When sueh a’ society dia attain a auperior cultural level
of developgé nt we would have an ariatocratic grovp, for
the true arisfacrat is a proﬁuct of superiority in indive-
iduation and culture.¥ On the other hand the speecialized
gsociety wbuld have aavanced further'ln terms ol the product

synthesized by'the combinatlon of 1ts speeialtie but would

VA SR

¥ Iﬂ'i$ easy . to see that sueh‘h society would naturally

become AFmoeratic in form. /In f et, it is well known that
il

there/il moré real and practical damnqyacy wiﬁhin renuinely
arist'c' tic circles than anywhere‘¥%se;

A . \
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Temain distinétly barbaric qpeh valued from the standpoint
of the collection of its inferior or undéveleged functions.
Thus this group would have a positive potentlsl vhich was
distihctiy superior, but with this offset by a negative
potential of relative inferiority. The resnltant dis-
proportion would be the cause of serious instabiiitym The
_superiority would always be threatened by the iInferlority.
There wouBld always be the possibility that a motivation;'
_ grounded In the inferior side; would be implemented by the
capacities of the superior side., Nothing could have a greater
destructive potentiality than just this. That such a
possibility is not of merely academic interest is well .
illustrated by the present state of Europe.

Even though wisdom might lead us to prefer the form
of psychological development illustrated by the first
FTOUD o yet; as realistic observers;'we must recognize
that; in poinﬁ of fact; we are 11?1ng in a highly special-
1zed society. For'mgny canturles, at any rate; there has
been a radical disjunction of the psychological functions.
KHen are valued because of their.most developed functions;
rather than as integrated individusiities. There is & .
wide variation in functional capacity, with superiority
in terms of one or two preferred functions purchased at
the price of a corresponding inferiority of the remaining
functions. Since this is the fule; sociological systems
which figl-to tkae this fact 1nto»account are bound to fall
short'qf attalnine the objective of sound soclal adjustment,

Our sdgiology must orient ltself td\the psycholorlical

r -
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peculiarities as they.aotuglly exist in our western culture.

Specialization of func?ibﬁ'iéads to the seprepation of"
distinet funetional types, iﬁ;aédition to the types defined
by the preponderance of one or the other of the two attidutes,
Our next task. will take the form of sketching the possible
type~patterns vhich grow oqt of the accentuation of the
verious funetlons. | ;;;‘

In as mueh as psychological regsearch has determined that
each function may'manifest,p;edominantly one or the otlier
of the attitudes of introvérrion'énﬁ extraverslon; the
cnmtination of the functions and attitudes supplies us
with eight possible primary‘type-patterns having distinctive
character. Aecordingly, each function will have to be

examined in its introverted and extraverted forms.

/
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BOCOK I
Chapter 4
The Thinking Types

Whenever an individual's primary reality-value is |
centered in the concept or idza we have a thinkingz type.
Since all schematlic analysis is oiiented more to thought
than to any other function; 1t follows that more justice
can be done to fhe thinsking type by the analytic nethnd
than is the case with the other types. In thls instance;
it is & case of & critiéism of thourht by means of an
instruments or process which is true to tﬁe law of thoucht,
As a result; that which can be thought esncerning the
thinkin} type willl be more acceptable to representoctives
of this class thsn anything that cen be thought concerning
the other types, also when judged Uy representatives -f
the latter. Inevitably; we are approaching the vhole type
problem from the standpoint of thought and thus are guilty
of an unavoidable vimtnnee to the functions other than those
of thought. I readiij acknoviedge this ineluctible deicet
in the present trestment,

Al1 thinking involves a compler of three prinary facto:a.
Clearly there is something wvhich is the object ol thounht;
i,e.; its content. But, equelly clearly, there is somﬁbne
who thinks the thought; we do not Tind thoughts hanging
loose out in space. It requirves but a small amount of
analysis to dlscover that the thought is the thlird factor
and 1ls to be dlstinguished from the thinker and the content.
Now thoueht; ag such, together with the formal laws by vhich
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it is governed; consitute the common denominator whereby

all thinkers can unlte upon a platfomm of common discussion.’
But such meeting upon a common platform by no means leads

to general agreement among all thinkers; even vhen the
1ndiv1dualé possess equal deerees of logical acuity. Véry
frequently, differences remain even after the most complete
and competent discussion. Quite clearly these differences
grow out of factors other than those of the laws of ﬁhought}
itself. Here is where typlcal differences within the
thiﬁking type can be differentiated,

Except when functioning as the pure loglician or as the
pure mathematician; the thinker is a center carrying con-
seious or psychologicaelly unconscious elements; whigh are
not reducible to the thought function. In one case, he
may attach more importancg to the objJect or the content of
thousht while; in another, the subjJective elemgnt carries
the ereater reality-value. With Williem James, we may ecall
this a difference of temperament, and this temperament
consitutes the declsive factor which remeins to divide
men; however similiar thelr loglecal capaclities or knowledge
of empiric faet. Apart from logic, Vhere does the greater
reality lie for the thinker? With respect to this question
thinkers are hopelessly divided., The introverted thinker
places the,erester reality-value in the subject, while the
extrave rted thinker is sﬁré he faces reality in the object.

To afrive at a clesrer understéndiﬁg of our problem we
are faced with the necessity of analysimg concrete thousht

into its component factors or elements! Apart from its
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purely formal or loglecal aspett; ordinary thought is
always thought abodt sometﬁiﬁg. Typleally thls some-
thing is vieﬁed as derived‘from an external world of
ezperience; In other words, the world as given through
sensation or, possibly, intut;tionm But there is a third
factor thst 1s, all too often, disrégard ed. The thinking
subject brineg with him a eondi?ioning framework which
predetermines; in a eenersl way, the form under which his
Worid is experienced or thousht. Predominantly; mean are
so completely bound by this form thét.they are quite un-
aware of its existence. Yet 1t operates none the less,.

Ve may suggest the function of this subjective and pre~ '
determining form by drawing an illustration from metheme
atices, For the purpose of analysing spacial relationships,
mathematicians set up what are knovn as bases of reference
or systems of co-ordinates, By reference to such bases
vérious geometric relationships can be studied expeditiously
by analytic mesns. Let the system of analytic~equations
symbolize the field of consciousness of the thinker, The
geometric configurations would then represent the objJecte
in-itself which; however; was represented in the consciouse
ness of the thinker as}a complex of alcebralc or other
analytic sysmbols. The base of referenee; or system of
co-ordinates; would correspond to the predeterming or

. subjective factors. NbW; when we shift the base of refer-
ence from a positlon of rest; with respect to the geomedrical
object, to one of relative motion, or change its type, as

from the Cartesian system to the polar system, the form of
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the analytic system of equations is more or less radlically
altered., In this iliustration, the slternative anlaytic
' gystems correspond to thinkable World-views; all equally
correct when judred from its appropriate base., One WOrld~
view might be simpler or more workable than another;<but
there is no a priorl reason ¥y vhy one view-shoﬁld be
regarded as truer than another. The ultimate objective
reality,or thing-in»itskéf; would not be the realization
of any of these alternative world-views. The thing-in-
itelf, or thg non-relative noumenal essence would remain
an unknovn X, of such a nature that it forms the objective®
substratum of all the various world-views. The way in
which the objJect would be experiencea; in its turn, is
preconditoned by'the‘form or state of the system of ref-
erence, that ¥xiw 1s, the transcendental form which the
apperceiving subjeoct imposes upon the material of thev
thinkine consciousness,

Neither the transcendental subjeetive form nor the
objective thing-in-itself is ever the direct content of
thought, Direct apprehension of elther of these would

Tequire a transcendence of the framework of-relﬁtive

* The word Mobjective" as used in this case is not to be
understood as refefing to an obJect of relative conseioﬁsneSSQ
It is objective 1n the sense of the invariant element of all
states and kinde of consciousness, In this sense; the -
inverient element in the subject-as-such would be objective;
as contrasted to the peculiérities of different empiriec or

personal sizves. This double meaning of the worEB"objective®
is admittedly confusing. '
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consclousnesss® But by means of the object of relative
consciousness 1t is possible to have a process of reflection‘
stimulated which; by piercing toward the subjective pole;
draﬁs forth a symbolic knowledge of the transcendemtal )
predeterminant of conrete consciousness. BSuch knowledée,

when expressed, would have t» be given in symbollc terms;

since the expression as formulsted would be in the form

of an obJective content, but conveying a meaning related

to_the aubjective preconditoning factors. Thus it is that
introversion leads to a knowledge of prineciples which are

not mere abstrections from experimnee. The introverted thiﬁker
is closer to these principles than he i1s to the objective
world, however much his introverting process was dependent

upon an experience of the obJect for its initiation. In“

this case, the object had significance only as a sort of
"trigeer” cause. But for the extraverted thinker, there

afe no principles save in the sense of schema  which are
abstracted from the concerete reallty of the obJect. Thus;

far the extraverted thinker;vsuch schema are only pravmatic‘

or instrumental devices, to ?e valued solely in the deeree

that they lead, subsequently, to a fuller conseciousness of

the object.

* It is not my intention to imply that the “transcnndental
subjective form" and theTobjective thing-in-itself" are
distinguishable in any aegplute sense, They simply appear
ag different from the perspective of relatlive conselousness, .
Ag a matter of fact;,profound introversion leads ultimately

to a state of consciousness wherein thece two coalesce.
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For the eztravert‘ facts of experience are more Teal
than principles, while the realitybvalue is revered for
the introvert, Clearly, here are differences which can
never be resclved by arguméntative discussion alone, The
initial reality-value from.which each takes his premise
is so different that there never can be agreement in the
final consequence, There’is no fact of greater importance
then this for the sociol ;ical theorist, An enalysis,
vhieh, from the extraverted stendpoint mey seem tho:outhy
documented and entirely 6ompetent may still be viewed by
the introvert as unconving%ng, because he sees it as
possessling only a relativé%validity.“ Typically, the
extravert is unconsciousrpf the fact that he 1s viewing
. the situation from a perspective, vhich is only one from

among a number of differ¢nt vossible perspectives, Butb of
this fact, the introvéré %h;ﬁker i1s thoroughly conscilous,
and while he mipht apfee with the extravert thinker +to the .
extent of saying, ”if we assume the perspective of the
latter the conc}pgious fallow#, yet he might fail to agree
that the perspectixe t?ken was the best or the most come
preheng/ye possible.,”i

Directed relativﬁ thinking is always in the form of
Judgments 1nvolv1nﬁ*concepts.x This implies a relating
process which, in tnis case 13 subject to the laws of
loglc. | The/cons¢ious conbent .as concept, may or may not
have a feit’ value.IT any casd, 1f a concept arouses &
feeling aﬁ/itu €5 sueh as thpt of 1liking or disliking,
this is a/matten of irrelevﬂnoe from the standpoint of the

/| i A
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thinker. Thoutht pursues lts coursé through the preferred
and dlstasteful ldeas and through those which are neutral,
iin the{affective sense, with an attitude of ind iff erence.
For ﬁ%%s reasop thousht appears to_be cold., But thought |
does ndt dare to be anything else, i€ 1t 1s not to violate
its oym 1aw;fi0therwise, thought dégenerates into mere
' wishf&l thinking, or becomes no more than an appendace
of aﬁme other :gnction or functions. Soupd thinking is
necegsarily aloof and indifferent. Manifestly such thinke
1ng/is far from conmon., It is achieved only as the result _
/;rotracteﬁ self£discipline and always requires consciously
, willed effort.

H : ‘
Bepause’,vhen operating in asccordance with its own law,

thé‘natura of thought is such that it must exclude the
active participation of feeling in the process, except

for feellngs such as that nf faithfulness to the thought
proceedure,,pure thought has often seemed to be inhuman
from the,v;gwpoint of representatives of other psycholosle
types. ”h&é'attitude 15 hardly defensibvle on theoretical
grounds, tﬂ;uph it is psychologically understandalbe. The
fact is that t%ought.is a human function no less than is
the case with the other three functions. Indeed, there is
ground for affirming that the capacity for pure thought is
the most peeuliar distinguishing mark of the human being as
such. For,fon he other hand, warmth of feellng, cppacity
for sensation aia for at least something which is like
1ntuition'1s shared by other than human creatures. But

vhile the acausation of being non~human, as applied to pure
& \

\
Y
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thought, is not theoretically defensible, yet the existence
of the accusation has psychological significance, For :
when this accusation 1s made we have strong evidence thab
the pe?son regsponsible for it ?elongs td other than the
thinkiﬁg type and, very likely, gives to feeiing the
prefefred position. It is; indeed, often true'thattthe

law of thought does violence to the law of feelinp
particu?arly as a result of its embedment in the color~

less Teeling tone of aloofness,

There are reasons for believing that the pure snd con-
sciously directed +thinking function 1s the most'rec?ntly
developed major psychological capaclty of man, . Thus,;frqm
the standpoint of the older and moye Tirmly estaeblished f
functions; it is quite netural to view thought; in +the pure
form; as something more or less alien to humen nature. As
a whole; humaenity seems to £ind it difficult to adapt itselfl
to the enviromment produced by the present culture; which is
in an especial sense the product of directed thougntb. The
growth of psychoses and the tendencies toward paysical
determoration constitute strong supporting evidence for
this conclusion, Thus 1t is quite easy to understand how
the intellect has been made to stand in the equivocal
position of an ememy to life and; therefore; enti-hum
But a dispassionate examination of the facts does not con=
firm the view that the imtellect is essentially inimical
to life. Récent progress in the conquest of disease; with
a recultant notable 1ncreaqe in l1ife-expectancy, 1is pri-

I

marily due to the achievements of directed thinking. The
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truth would seem to be thqt‘we are facing the problems of
adjustment to the effects produce 4 by a relatively recentlf
liberated functlon. Thus the conflict and difficulties of
the présent situation are not to be ¥kwom interpreted as an
issue between the truly hunen and something anfi-human; but
rather as the effect of the effort in adjustment to the

widening of the meaning of the word"human,*

* A% this point, a word concerning the mesning of hgmanism_
wauiﬁ seem to be pertine nt., Humanism is defined as, "any
system of thoucht, bellef or action vhich centers about

human or mundane talngs to the exclusion of the divine'.
(Baldwin's "Dictionary of Philosonhy and Psycholory™".)

As thus conceived, humanism does not imply a preferential
veluation of certain humen functiong at the expense of others.
Thé essence of humenism lies In the focusing of interest

in rmundane #things to the exclusion of the divine. When

we analyse this psychologically we find thet the prefer-
entiel valuatlon ig given to one of the psycholoFieal
attitudes , l.e., the extraverted; at the expense of th?
introverted attitude. The expression, "mundane things",

is equlvalent to thé "object ~f consciousness. Thus;
exelusive valuation of the mundane inplies a systematic
over—valuation‘of the'extraverted attitude. When psycho= )
logicall y conéidered, "the Divine" means, in terms of feeliﬁg;
the "supremé valﬁe" and, in noetic terms, the transcendental
or subjectiﬁé predetermining component of consclousness,

Humanism is thus very similisr tc philosophie Naturalism,
' Lo ,

n
:
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A comprehensive examlnation of the wvarious fields of
human activity snd interest reveals the fact that, in some
of these, certain of the psycholosic functions play the
lesding role, vhile other fields are developed prineclpally
throurh the use of other funetions. It is easy to isolate
the zone of interest im vhich thinking plays the dominant
parts At once we can list philosophy; mathematics; science =
both ﬁure and applied - and modern business., In oontrast;
the part played by - -thinkine is distinctly subordinate in
_ politics; art and relieion. In the 1&tter; feeling and |
the perceptive funcetions have primary value vhile thcupht;
in so far as it enters into the picture at all, serves only
as a supporting or instrumentsl function. In the four
field of philosophy; mathematies, scie nce and modern
business, conceptual judement is primary vhile the other
functions are only contributory; though the degree in which
this is the case is variable. If we examine these mnan-
ifestations of thiuki¥ng activity, simllarities and differ-
ences 1n the different forms of thinkine become apparent,

Pure thought attains its hirhest degree of perfection
in pure mathemetics, althoush even here the other functions
do _serve g subordinate part in the consclousness of the
It is a sipni?icant feature of this cycie that nearly all
sociolopical_thinking is elther humanistic or materislistic,
This is simply a sign of the general over-veluation of

the extraverted gttetuke that is co typlcal of our culture,
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creative mathematician, The part of the secnndary functions
is ver& largely submerged in the finished product so that |
the final structure seems to be nothing but thourht. But
if we examine iInto the consclousness of the mathematician
vhile at work, we find that the nther functions serve to
supply the impetus to methematlical effort and often gsuide
the course of the developing thought, If we were to ask
the questlon, What is it that drives ér guides the math-~
ematician to mathematical efforty , we find 1t necessary
to draw upon other elements than that of pure thought %o
find the answer., No effort known to man 1ls more exacting
than that involved in mathematical thinking. Often a great
deal of ascetic self-discipline; combined with inteunse
concentration, is required before the mind can make any
creative advance. The rate of faticue is wery hish and

the thinker mey find in himself a considerable oppasitinn
to the production of the tension requisite for productive
vork, - No human activity is les- spontaneogs or autsnomous
than mathematical productivity. As a rule, nothing happens
save vhen the mental faculties are at a very hirh level of
tension or after a protracted period of work at high
tension. The psychical organism takes a good deal of
punichment in this kind of thinking. Now, such beine the
case; the motive leadine to the effort must be’correspondn
inely strong. In the case of pure mathematics, this is
not a practieal mctivation; such as a command of material

nature.* The real motive is sheer love of truth and of

¥ "The practical mptivation may gcnerally be determinant
in the case of the applied mathematician, but here we are
considering the pure mathematiclan.
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beauty for thelr own sakes. But love snd the smmse of )
beauty most decidedly belong to the feeling function and,
in order to activatc severe effort, must be strongly
developed. DBut theze feeling qualities are entirely
absent as explicit elements in theAfinishe& nathematical
product, so that there is no detour in the strict course
of reasoning due to considerrtinons of love and beauty;
Thus, we may say, thc hidden soul of mathematics is strong
in feeling, while the surface appears ag perfectly feelingless,
But feeling is not the only function, other then thinkihg;
that enter¢ds into the creative process of mathematical
thoﬁght. The final form of & mathematical demonstration
or treatise hides almos=t completel y the path whereby the
finished product was eattained., When the mathematician
writes he already knows the solution of higs problem, and
he merely casts vhat he knows into a lorical order of pre-
sentation. In his rarely‘revealed gsecret processes of the
mind, we find something that is far less orderly and
systematic than the finiched result. There is a number
of fragmentary bits of thlnking, often of a nature littile
.moTe than & sort of cutting and tryine of a variety of
thousht sequences. This proceess, which may be likened to
a nlowing of the field of the mind, may continue over long
intervals of time without leadins to any decisive resultst
But sooner or later, most likely when the mind is relaxed,
the critical eprrelating idea for the prodblem tends to
break forth spontaneously. The final step 1s sigply cne

of writine up the materiasl in lorical form. Now, in this
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we see the action of something other than conscious thought,.
Since the projection into consclousness of the key to the
soution is typically spontaneous and surrounded by a feeling
of assurance; we at once realize that herein the ppychologic
unconscious has participated. Since Intultion is the funectlon
through which the unconscious conneets with the conscious

slde of the mind; we see that mathematical creativeness

is vitally dependent upon the intuitive functiom. Yet sll
of_thié disappears from the face of the finished product.

We now have before us a very striking paradox. On its
face there is nothing more aloof and nothéng more exclusively
of the nature »f pure thought than Jjust preeisely pure
mathematics, yet hidden behind the veil 1s a rich ccmpound
of feeling-intuition without which mathemetical creation
would be quite impossible. This paradox is an instence of
a pringiple of the very hip@est psycholosical imporitance,

No man, in his total nature, is or caen be excluslvely
identical with one or two preferred functions. The psychical
organization is & totality of' all the functions end both

the attitudes, but certain of the functions torether with
‘one of the attitudes may hold the dominant and; possitly,
even the exclusive position in consciousness. Dut the other
functions end the complemental attitude remain either latent
or as active forces behind the scenes. The re-ult is, that
the psychicel pattern has two aspects which stand in
sppplementary relationship. Thus, that which a man is, as
an objective personalldy, is reversed in an inner and mbre

or less hidden sense. As & consequence, the man, who as un
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objective personality is a strongly developed thinker, has
an inner psychical attitude which is just as strongly

merked by feeline. This inner aspect of the psyche is,
accordingly, the counterpart nf the personality. Intultively
ménkind seems'to have been aware of this inner aspect from
‘the begiﬁning, but it has become a recoenized fact for
western psychology only recently. We may follow tradithon
and call this inner aspect the"soul" or we may use the
terminoloey of modern psychology and call it the "anima”,

In either case, the reference is to the same reality.

For our present purposes, the most important character-
istic of the anlima is its complemental character; vhen |
contrasted with the personality. . The . anima is what the
persona is not. Thjs gives to the anima of man a feminine
character and vise versa in the case of woman. If; now;

a psychical Inversion were to be effected so that the

anima became the persona, and the former personality

became the future anima, the char acter of the individual
would underpgo a radical reversal. There is; in faet; a

well recognized tendency for this to occur during the latef
years of the individual 11fe; partieﬁlarly so in the cases

of those individuals who have made the most dynamic¢ use of
the developed functions of their personalitiess Thus o0ld
men tend to become psychologically feminine while old )
viomen manifest notably masucline characteristics.

In the case of the pure mathematician an inversion of
the anima and the persona prodﬁces some very striking

results. The cold and highly disciplined thinker may
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become & poét, a mystie o% a msster of phantasy creation.
The mystical development in later 1ife is well 1llustreted
in the cases of Pasgcal and Sir Issac Newton; while there
are not mahy instances of pure phantasy superidr to

MAlice's Adventures in Wonderland", *

* Basilc psychological facts, such as that of the actuallty
6f the anima and of its inter-relationshipd with the
persona, are factors that cannot be safely nerlected

in sociolosical and economic theory. For soclal and
economlic theory always invovlie assumptions as to the

nature of humen desire. Thust, for example, economic

theory assumes as a basle eleménﬁ of iﬁs structure an
abstract econbmic man whose desires follow a typical
pattern. But if there is a tendency for such patterns

to undergo inversion, the structure of such an economice
theory may well be undermined at its roots. As an instence;'
we cannot assume that the desire to acquire is an economie
constant, since we are presented with notable examples of
men who speﬁt the esrly portion of thelr llieves in strong
and successful devotion to acquisition, only to reverse this
tendency in old age, Carnege and the elder Rockefeller are .
outstending examples of this shift. Accordingl&, theorists
who see capltalistic motivation as moving in the direction.
of acquisition without 1imlt reveal a very profound lrnor-
ance of fundamental péyeholopy. Any strong tendency carrles
»ithin itself 1ts own chrrective whiéh will manifest sooner

or later. Thus there is no g priorl objection to the con-
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There are certain further important facﬁs to be noted
in the psycholosy: of the mathematician. First of a1l;
mathematiés,as such, is not exclusively the product of en
introverted or of an extraverted attitude. Historically;
much of mathematics was born out of practical objective
situations. In order to bulld structures that will stand;
to navieate the seas out of sicht of land and to calculate
time-relations that are necessary for sbcial intercourse;-
a certain knowledee of mathematics is necessary. When
mathematical properties are abstracted from the concrete
relatlonshlps of experience and the mathenmatical thinking
is motivated byla desire to bring:about concrete effects
in the field of objective reiations, the attitude of the
mathematical thinker 1s primarily extraverted. But; in
this case, we have the applied rather than the pure math-
ematician., In contrast, if the mathematical material is a
free ereation; in other words, a phantasy projéction, and

it the objective 1s a pure éonstructlion which is all the
| more valued because 1t has no practical application, then
the attitude is clearly introverted. It may be a surprise
to the reader; but there 1s strones reason for belleving that
the larger part of methematical production falls under fhe

latter motivation. Often, to be sure, the product of pure

centration of power in the hands of a few men. But it ls
hieshdy important that the men who have great power should

be men of superior charescter.
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mathematical interest 1s found, subsequently, to possess
most important applications, but this result is eniirely

alien to the motivation of the pure mathemstical creator.,

However, taken as a whole, mathematical thinking, whether
pure or applied
pure or applied, is more Introverted than other thinking
with the exception of the idealistic philosophies. This
is true for the reason that mathematical objects are very
subtle and ideal. Thought can become more introverted
than its manifestation in mathematics only by becoming
entirely symbollc, in which case the ﬁpparent cbjects in the
thought-system have an exclusively subjJective content.

When thought becomes still more introverted, so that 1t no
longer employs even gysmbollc objects, then it ceases to be
a manifeéted expreséion.*

Mathematics is peculiar;y significant in connection
with the discussion of the thinking function as it con-
stitutes the most perfect manifestation of pure thought,
All other thinking is, Iin larger degree, dependent upon
the co-operation of other functions, and thus the product
18 less pure. Partly for this reason I have glven so much
gpace to the discusslon of mathematlecs,

Outside of mathematics the most notable manifestations
of highly pure thinking are to be found in philosophy and
mathematical physica. In mathematical physics the oﬁject
8t1l1l remains highly rarified and ideal but, in as much as,
we have here an application}to.a.material which,‘however

indirectly, is derived from experience through the senses

* No extravert, who ls bound to his type, could possihly
believe in this kind of thought, but there are some
individuals who have realized its actuality.



and there is at least an underlyiﬁg rotive of control of
the object, the thinking has progressed a step toward
extraversion, Yet, as compared with the experimenﬁal ol
observational sclentist in any sclentific disclpline,

the mathematical physicist in velatively introverted,
In philosophy, taken as a whole, the introverted attitude
is more developed than in science, also taken as & whole,
But the range of attitude in philosophy exténds from an
extraversion reaching further toward the object than the
everage of sclence, to an introversion transcending even
that of pure mathematics, However, it seems evident that
introverted philosophic thinking becomes inarticulate in
its progress towards the subject more quickly than does
pure mathematics, This is true for the reason that in
mathematics languagevhas attained the highest perfection
of development known to man, either in the hilstorie past
or during the present day., So far as thinking is concerned,
the highest possibility of articulate introversion caﬁ
only be reached by a combination of mathematical language
with philosophic insight,®

e The fact fhat‘the"tendency of current mathematics 1s
away from the object and toward the sublect 1s revealed:
when we contrast Greek mathematics with the mathematical
developments in Western culture, Greek mathematics was
definlitely orilented té bodied ~ so much so that the
incommensurable number was far from acceptable, This
reveals that the Greek attitude was relatively extraverted;

In contrast, our notion of number has what might be called
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In no field more than in the case of philosophy can
w6 trace the conflict of the attitudes so clearly or 80
far into the past, ‘The elassical 1nstance of the lissue -

T

, | -
an orlentation to space.. Thus a number such as A4 hasg

no meaning when regarded as a reference to bodies, It
expresses, however, a sort of.funeﬁional play in space
though, to be sure, it is a kind of mathematlical space
rather than ths ordinary perceptual space, Now the notions
of the sky or of space, when psychologlcally consldered,
represent the polar opposite of the object, In other ﬁordsg
the Subject, When one studies the ﬁystical literature
of the East Indlang this fact becomes clearly evident,
Introversion is often interpreted as movement toward the
sky, 1.es, levitation, This 1s the opposite of gravitation
which, in its turn, represents consciousness in bondage to
objects, ,

Not only has mathematical thought gone far in breaking
the bondage to the object, but thé samgé tendency is to6 be

- noted in fleld-physics, The shift from the mechanical
interpretation of physicse to field-physics 1s a very

impressive shift from an extraverted attitude toward
introversion, It has aven boen suggested that the whole
theory of physics may be rewritten in terms of the field
without having toc introduce the notion of bﬁdies in a

field, To one who has a sufficiently deep ppychological

insight thls development has profound prophetic sig-
niflcance, Both mathematics and theoretical physics are
far out in the vanguard in the movement of the Western

psyche, The general consciousness of the West is at
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1s found in the conflict between Platonism and Aristotelian-
lsm, But it recurrs in the Middle Ages in the controversies
between Ndminaliﬁm and Realism, WVith the opening of the
modern period the division 1s presented with exceptional
dlarity in the contraéi'between Rationalism and Eﬁpiricism,
Since the time of Kant the old conflict reappearé with
introversion repréaentad by Idealism and extraversion by
Naturélism, Neo~Réalism and Pragmatism, At the extreme of
phllosophlc extraversion we have Naturalism or Materlaliem,
of which Marxism ia the chief soclological manifestatién.‘
At the other extrem lies the non-dualistic "Atmavidya®™ |
of the Braﬁmin philosopher Shénkar&, Be%ween'thgsé
extremes the other philosophle schools stand in variously
gradated positions, Whenever;the philosophic emphasis

is ﬁlaced upon the material object, scientific fact,
external relations, experience or desire directed toward
objJective effects, the resultant philosophy reveals an
éxtraverted attitude, In contrast, when philosophies
posité a super-sensuous Substance, develop the idea of a
primary Metaphysical Eeality or lay the central focus

upon the apperceptive function of the Self, the attitude
is introverted, Dialetlcal conflicts ﬁetween thesef two
groups of schoole are perennial, which simply meéna that,

there 1s no agreement as to a common criterion of Value

Present highly extraverted, but the most advanced sclences
are leading the way in the turnpover that is, of necessity,
bound to come. The present psychical distortion will

ultimately be corrscted by an equally profound intréversion,

i,e,, a movement of valuation away from the obJect and toward
space, in other words, the Sublect.
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or Reallty. Yet all schools develop their thought through
the use of a common dencminator of logic, and this is true
for the reason thét the common ground is the thinking
function, | _ o
It 18 a significant fact that in the domain of écience '

the two attitudes have played less the part of‘conflictins
t.emperaments than of complemental factors. Undoubtedly
this is true for the reason that it-ialprecisely in natural
sclence that Western culture has reélized most completely
" it 8 possibilities, The extraverted spirit is very clea;l&
exemplified in dbaervatiﬁn and experfmentation, Deéscriptive
sclence l1s preeminently extraverted and, since by far the
greatest amount of sclentific work is deacriﬁtive, it ig
unquestionsbly true that. the vast majority of scientiets
are noyrs extraverted mmi than intrq#erted thinkers, But
it is through theoretical co-ordination that the heﬁerc—
genious mass of sclentifically determined faclt becomes
organized as system within the framework of general laws,
As 1t is only through the scientific systems that eclentifs-
leally determined fact becomes an effective power, the
theorstical work is of an importance not less than thats
of fact~determination. Now,; theoretical construction
re quires the introverted attitude which, on the whole,
is more immediately aware of the véiidity of principles

than of experimentally determined fact, Often, it i1s true,
| empiric or ad hog hypotheses are developed by minds function-
ing primarily in the extraverted éttitude, but in the cace
of the great integrating theories, which unite into one

whole vast masses of seemingly heterogenious material, it



is far moreilikely that the theoretical ideas are produced
mainly by sublective brooding réther ﬁhan'by prolonged
engagemént with faets,v In this we have a manifestation
of the 1n£roverted.attitud3¢* o

YWhen we steﬁ from the domain of pure to applied science
we £ind that the fhinkins functloa atill continues to be
very strongly predominant, _Butlhere we aré dealing with
thought almost wholly in its extraverted attitude, For,
regardless of whother the applicatlion is diregted toward
specific’psychologiéal or medical‘problema# on the one
hand, or to an ensinséred'organization of inanimate |
materials, on the other, yet in every case the DPUrpose
intended is some objective effect, In so far as'ideaa or
principles are employed, they are walued onlyigg instrumental-
itles in effecting modifications of the object. Here
sclence 1s valued to the exteﬁt that 1t works and because
1t works in the proaucins of objective effects, Nothiﬁs
could be more completely the opposite of the attiiude
and~the’valuatioﬁs of the_inﬁrQVerted thinker than just
this. For the genulné introverted thinkar.valueS»pring
ciples of their own sakes and values objJectlve facts or 3;;
transformations of fhezobject, only in so far as théy gerve v
as instrumen@s which facilitate the ragliiation of principlegd,

¥ It would be an interesting study to determine how far

science, as system, is the result of the fact.that there were

groat minds who dared to endulge their fantasy-function,

#*  Vhatever one may think with respect to the general

validity of the pragmatic theory of knowledge or system of -



ﬁig?- -

Though applied science ig itself extraverted, it by
‘ﬁo'means followe that all men who are engaged in the
various deparments of applied scieneé are, in thelir

| personal attitudeg; Aextraverted, Here 1a a very dmportant

 distinetion.* For wo caﬁ focus our attention upon the

personal attitudes of individrals or upon the relative
introvert-extravert character of their products, Now

these two methoda of aﬁproach do not leed to 1@entic§1

results, since 1t 1p entirely possible, for instance,

for an introverted individual to produce a product which

1s socially valuable mainly because of its orientation

to bbjective effects, I know of an sconomic geologlst

who, a8 an individuai, 1s & well developed Antroverted
thinking type. yeﬁ:he is valued highly by his employers

because he ig able‘to'aupply information which plays an
important part in determining the course of their investment,

Valuss, there it poarcely roon to doubt the correctness of
the pragmatic thesis with rospect to the product of the
applied soicntist, |

# . Ih the present discussion of thinking I have been less
‘goncerned with the thinker as an individual than with the
character of his product; This 1313 valid procecdura,
since the present concern is”thé gencral soclological
‘application of analytic psychology, . If our interest had
been the traatmenﬁ of speclific psychopathlc cases the
individual attitﬁde would have been all-important, But
such is not the case when we are congidering psychologlical
attitude and function in‘their‘broad soclologlical
bearings, -
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Thus this man produces an extravertcd value although,

as a matter of individual psychology, he is introverted.
However, instances of -this kind would seem to be more
the exception thén-the rule,

Apparently thinking in the extraverted attitude -
attains ito purest developmen. in the applied acientist,
In so far as it is a question of applylng science to
inanimate objects, this kind of thinking has boen highly
succeséful, In fact, 1t le precisely in this domain -

- that Western clvilization has realized its most positively
"guccessful achievementé. But when the objJect is a living
creature the success of the pure extraverted thinking
attitude 1a far less notable, )Indeed; one of ouy most
serious nistakes, of whieh we are beginning to become
conscious, has been the unjustified extension of the
"engineor's or the chemlst's way of thinking to the
Apecific problems of living organism, Thus we ha ve

many physlcians who view their task as the fighting of
disease rather than as the healing of human beings, This
1s an approach whiéh,producea much unnecessary fallure,
whiéh becomes all the more considerable as the psychologlcal
‘ramifications of the disease become more inportant. The
hygenic engineer may, without doing damage to the»valué of
his work, think of himself as fighting disease, but such
18 by no means the case with the précticing physician,

The same considerations apply to education and to applied
soclology and econcmics, For, in these cases, we have

practical problems invovling living beings in whom the
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individual variants from thinkable general fules nay be

‘more significant than the agreements, Skill in applicétion

to either the living or inanimate object doss call for a
superior—&evelopment of the extraverted attitﬁde, but the
more developed the cbject 1ia As & lilving and conscilous
beling, the more important become the functions which are
neglected by the pure thinking typa:s Especilally ie it '
true that the wise handling of men cannot be reduced to
the basis of pure formulae, howevor much such formulaeg
may help in a subsidigry BEnse,#

When we come to the soclal zone covered by the term "
"business", thinking ceases to hold the predominant place
that it does in the other fieids previously discussed.
Thought 1ﬁvon1y relatively predominant in'the business
world and may well have been of subordinate importance
before the advent of téohnolcgye The traditional trader
of the past seems, psychologically, to have more of the
character which is typloal of the politician than of the_
true thinker, In so far as business is & matter of skill
in manipulating human desire, thought must play the sub-
ordinate function behind the scenes, Also to the extent
that business 1s a matter of customer and labor relation-
ship, the‘feeling funétion 18 of more 1mpoitance than
thought, - But to the degree that bﬁsiness is a question
of relationshlp between finance, technology and manasement,
thought is of predominant value. Now it is Just in the

s

# The atriking failure of the Marxian ideoologies in the
field of application is very largely due to the over-
valuation of formula-thinking with respect to soclological
and economie problems, .
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‘latter complex that business hes made its greatest
advance during the last century'and'a‘haif. Thus the
leading business men of the day &re more largely
thinkers than has been trus heretofore, The necessities
of finance and technology are éssentially rational
1deologlcal problems, Accordingly, when the integration
of finance and technology is the greatest business problem
the effective management is necessarily of a type which
can co~ordinate Tinanclal and technologlcal consclousness,
As thls can be done only on the level of thought, naturally
effsctive management must have superior thinking capacity.
But while 1t 1s trué that modern business necessitiatéé
& far greater sweep of kncwledge than ever before it still
remains, 1n variable degree, dspsndent for its success
upon & valld valuatlion of many indeflnables and unknowables,
‘Thus it is that the very greatest success in bushhess
tendé to go to those who have an exceptional development
of extraverted intultion, The recognition of hidden
potentialities 18 only partly a matter of consclous cale
culation, It is far more laregly dependent upon speclal
insight. Thus, the superior business genius may be pre-
dominantly an intuitive with a pubordinate, but well
developed, capacity of thought which is primarily extraverted
in 1ts orientation.# Thils is the reason why the typical

*  While the business thought must be oriented to the :
object, and therefore extraverted, the iddividual temperament
of the bushness man may be even highly introverted, Frobably
John D,Rockefeller Sr. was our groatest bushness genius, yet

a study of his 1life reveals the temperament of a well developed
thinking introvert, Much of the adverse criticism that was
aroused by Rockefeller's work was due to the popular mis-
understanding of the introvert temperament,
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business mind so often falla to 1mpfess the pure intel-
lectual., Rarely, if ever, arse the more successful busihess
men great thinkers, But they are superior co-ordinating
centers., Thus they tend to be organized as functional
complexes whersby correlatiocn may be eatablished with men
Of wide diversity of: capaclty, Accordingly, while the
business man is specialized in the sense that he has
superior orientatlon to objJective fact and quective |
situations, he must have a relative breadth of functional
development, Of course, the most successaful paychological |
pattern would vary with the type of busliness, Thus, if a o
business produces highly technical products and deals |
exclusively with professional byyers, the psychological

. demand of the managerlal problems 1s very similiar to that
required of the technologlst. But in the reverse case,
wheré the business consists of the sale of gdods oy
services to the consuming public, a superior capacity for
feeling into the human objJect is a pre-condition of
success, Consequently, in this latter case, an

extensive development of the feeling function may be more
important than thought capacity.

At present 1t appears that the business success of the
future will go more to those who have superior capaclty in
integrating labor and consumer relationships without
vsacrificingtfhe necessities of technology and finance.
This imposes a.very severe demand upon management for it
nscessitiates a high development of a wide functional com~
plex, Thue we may expect & substantial reduction in the

number of successful business men in the future; thus
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leading to a aecrease in the number and an increase in the
size of the operating concerhs. Perhaps only men of the
personal stature of real kings can win in the future, And
will we have enough of them?#®

The great sociological importance of the business mind
Anheres in the fact that it sh-res with the political
mind the only direct control of objective human events,
At least in the Vest, the power of religion and, in both
the East and the Vest, the power of intellectual and
artistic culture operates with delayed effoctd upon the
objective fleld, From the standpoint of a sufficiently
long historical azyringd porspective the influence of these
three zones of consclous intent may well be far moye
conslderable than that of business and pdlotics, but
power-effects upon the immediate field are e¢ither in the
foym of monoy-power or of politlical-power, Practically,
then, our cholice in empiric government lies botween menej~
power and péltical powsy or some combination of the two,
Much sociological thought yas falled to take thié_fact |
into account in any adequa£e dogree with the result that
many proposgd programs are pregnant with the threat of
merely substituting a new set of abuses in place of the
old ones, the recognition of which l¢£d to the develop~
ment of those programs, An informed individual may valldly

¥ There are grave soclological consequences to be feared
as the result of the present tendency to make the managerial
problems too difficult for men who f£all short of the

capacity of genlus.



! =103~

prefer to live under the one or the other of these types
of power, but such a choice will be srounded in psychol-
oglcal rather than in ethical reasons,

No psychological type 15, as such, more virtuous or
more evil than another, nor is the development'or
selfishness or'of altrulsm a peculiarity‘of one or another -
psychological pattern, Each type tends to bulld its own
peculiar ethic and the individualgwho fallg within any
Biven typeeform a complex reaching from those who are
high1y~conacientious to others, at the bottom of the seale,
in whom the ethical sense 18 scarcely more than 1ateqt,
It 1s a wholly ﬁiataken view that there 1is something'
ethically superior in the make-up of the political mind
when compared with the mpmtikiezl busineas-mind; These
ﬁwo minds, taken as a wholé, manifest psychologlcal patterns
having certaln distinctive features which, in turn, lead to
' moral codes that divergs in certain 1mportant.respectsg
As I have already pointed out, the‘bueinesa-mind tends to
give to thinking a relative priority while, as I shall show ‘
more fully later, the political mind 1s more strongly orilented
to feeling. Thus all thinking types will find mdre in
commbn with the ethic of the'business-mind than with the
quite different ethic of the politiciam, But other human“
beings with divergent individual psychologles may, quite
' properly, reverse the preference, For my own part, I
sould much prefer to live under thé domination of a cold-
blooded but intellectually honest business-mind than to

be ruled by a warm-hearted Machiavellan, Warm-heartedness
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by itself is no guarantee that there wlll be no‘ethical
outrage, as is well»illustrated in the totalitarilan gtatesi
But different men have different tastes, However, it 1is
distincetly important that the individual should not f£ind
himself ‘aligned with the "wrong crowd", eimply because he
had a mistaken understanding of tha real issue,

K.sia-1 2]
It may appear that. this disuussion of the thinking type

has been disproportionately extended. There are, however,
two reasons which seem t0 Justify such an extension, In
the first place, thought has more to say concerning its
o&n,nature~than it 1s able to 8o with respgét to any 6ther
function, and s discursive treatment 1s 6nef1n whioh
thought necessarily plays the predominant role. In‘
addition, though hag, in our culturs, developed a far
greater skill in_aelfacrltieism than has ‘any of the other
functiens, Secondly, sociology has been treated by us dom-
inantly as a problem for thought and thus it ls especially
important that we should have & clear understanding of the
powers and limitations of thinking., In reality this |
discussion 1s £ar 0o short to accomplish the latter
purpose, The_most that I have hoped to achieve is a sort
of sketching and suggesting of certain phases of the
problem. Any serious student will find a wide literature
and, above all things, should not neglect Kant's "Critique
of Pure Reason". With this final suggeetion I shall proceed
to the consideration of other functions. |
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