8.) AN ANALYSIS OF THREE:

Theoretical Concepts -~ Deviant Behavior, Hental Illness and Collective Behavioer,

The theoretical framework I have trieé te constrast in this paper is now
eubstantially éqmplete. The anzlysis of that structure is only at its ineeptien,

_ but the main theckstical concepts have baen presented, This chapter attempts to
use as much of the theory as has been written vo anal?ﬁe thres major seﬂia&agicai
aonceptr: deviant behavier, mental illness and cellective behavior. The parpose
is simply illustrative; I want to show what tools for analysis this theévy pre~
sents, At the same time 2 new dimension of analysis should emergei v&théw than
statis, existing self-conceptions, we will now observe the dgnaéia'praéaas whareby
self-gonceptions change, |

The three concepts have been chosen for three reasons: L. they are 5% least
appatently widely &ivagsa; 2. they have not been gxglaineé a#tisf&aﬁﬂrily in ths
current literaturs, and 3. théy can be.aeaaaaﬁaﬁ for by the same small list of
ceneepte drawn frowm the present theory, I don't intend to provide a substantial
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how they wouwld be hanﬁigd from this theoretical perspective,

1, DReviant ﬁahaﬁiaﬁ: Introductory sociology courses concerned with deviance
are ususlly cmlled one of three names (offieially) at different universities

and eolleges: - Sogial Problems, Soeis) Bisorsenization or Deviant Behavier.

All involve problems. The first iz (or tends to be) heavily églu&wla&an; it
sssumes that the phenomena under aiuﬁy ave bad op eensi&éraé bad by someone.
The secomd must define “organization® before it can begin, and discuss the causes
of disorganization Intellizently insthecdontet of & field which hag not aate

- isfactorily resolved the parameters within which a system may be saiértn be
organized. These problems becomé much morée zevere when ome is faced with the

imminent task of teaching & course so named. "Deviant Behavior” bas similaw
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problems, since one must specify that from which the behaviers in gquestien de-
viate. And it wakes 1t hard to talk abeut issues like overpopulation, which seems
te have very little indeed to do with éevianea o~ @ithep that or somg small seg-
ment of soclety is phenomenally overproductive,

He can perhaps sidester some of those issues with the fcilewing get of
definitions:®

1. Y¥orm - The statistically moat'prﬂbabla behavior for members of a sagment
.aﬁ gociaty unde; given conditiens, | |

2. Value - The desive that a given state of affairs ghould come about or
be maintained, |

3. It becomes possible, now, to talk of valued and aan4valu§é bahaviors.

-Fher the behaviavé valued are also statiétiaally'tha most probable, we speak
af'é valued rnorm, ¥orme then nay be valuaé or pon~valued. Any hehavior ather
* then the statistieal norm is deviant. Any bahavier counter tc a8 yalued novm is
a gah;em;islf the devianee is great aenough, and If the value is widely shaved,
the problem is a social problem, (Wote that, logically, all wajer deviations
- o ARE PROBLEMS, BUT NOY BEC PROBIEDS ARE DFUIAPANS FRD M “issity VALIRE Hoxms,
from highly valued normsa  Some things which are valusd are not ROTRG. )

| If 211 behavior {s caused by the sﬁiﬁaeanéaﬁﬁﬁaﬁg then all statistically

d&#i&nt behavior results fra# statiatiaazly'deviane @elf4eeneagtiané. But if
all self-concepticns are eﬁa&seé by information, then all deviant behavior results
'fwgm the ingestion of deviant infeormation by individuals or groups. Deviant
bekavier may be sccounted for by differential information transfer through the
‘social systesm. Much of this devisnt informstion is the result af.distention

of infermation which was originelly non-deviant, and ¢an be accounted for in

1. The definitions in this section are not central to the theory, but are ine
troduced anly to provide a clear way tc handle the problem.
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the same manper, But mueh of it s the result of ancther praceaﬁ.g

The behaviors any man emits over the course of his lifetime do neot all fall
pregisely on nerms, They can better be seen as points distributed around a mean.
These individualsdistributions are themselves distribeted aheut a mean, whieh
is, by definition, the norm. Thus everyone performs some deviant behaviors, and
some perform wors than others. Eince the hahéviar of athers is oriented to bhe
haviore which have besn categorized (the £1lter gategeries from Ch, &) and since
deviant behavier is categerized differently from nanudeviant,‘raaetien to deviant
behavior ia itself diffevent from normal. Soclety reagts te deviant behavier.
In go deing, it'éggﬁag.ﬁha devient as deviant, Resctlons to deviatieon to valusd
noprms tends te be Institutionalized Into sangtions, (either positive or negative,
dependine on the divection of the é&éi&nﬁ&) and are henée pon=randon, The meszage
provided for two individuals deviating from the same valued norm will be the asame,
and the self~gonveptions of the two deviants éill be similarly affected in regard
- te that valued nova, ﬁaviénéa fé@a valued nerss woauld then tend to be none-randem
in charagter, and Qﬁganizgé into fairly well~defined roles, @.g., orimlioal, trait-
or 3&3 fienﬁ, home sexual, aloohelic, sinnevi ats.

Admittedly, this is an extvemely broad and even vague exposition of a problam
as major as deviant behavier, but a full expasitiéﬁ of the question is contingent
éa fuller development of the thaoretical taéla sketched in the last chapter.

The broad outline of ar explanation of dewiant behavier, however, is 5iﬁple:
deviant behavior is & sztatistical eoncept, explainable in terms of statistieally
deviant self-conceptions. But sinee self-conceptions ave wholly informational

- in chavacter, they are deviant as a resalt of the reception of deviant Information.

2. I &= ipdebtaed to Edwin lLemert, wheose theory of deviance provided substantial
reinforcenent for much of this theory when its bagic concepts wers still
very fraglle in ay mind, see_ﬁaeial Fathology, op. eit,
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Technligues for the analysis of this distortion of information were sketched in
the preceding chapter,

2. HMental Illnasszs If mental illness is itself a form of deviant behavior,

it is a speclal form. Attempts at rigld classifications of mentsl illnezses have
been largely failures. Diagnoses by different practiticners vary greatly, Meatal
iliness resists crystallisation with great vigor, It differs from orime, juvenlle
delinguency, dmig aﬁdiafimn,‘alcnhalism and other formsg of deviant behaviﬁp in
twe fundamental fashlons: 1. There is a much greater variznce within the aategary‘
"mental Iliness” and {ts subecategories than there is within the categories
- ¥opime”, %juvenile delinquency", "alcoholism", etc., and 2, The phencmena encom-
passed by the rubric "mental illnesa™ are less cemprehensible to the geheral’
publim than avre other foras of deviance, YRatlionalizations" are h#vder to makei
"folk theory", which is largely a masns-ends scheme, cannot easily explain the
phenosmena, since the ends sought {if there svre such) are so alien to the general
_ publie. The deviance of the mentally i1l is seen as less systematic.

Thiz can perhaps be better lllustrated gbaphically. If we 9&§§aaant a novs
a8 a line (in the same way that & regression line vepresents a éi&trihutiéa of

.points), we can visualise different patterne of deviance:

3. At the outset 1t Is impoprtant to distinguish mental illness from physical
malfunction of the brain., This section deals with only those phenomena
termed mental illmess whose etiology Is not rooted in fallure or malfune-
tion of some oprganic structure.
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Line AB represents the norm (arbritrarily, homest behavior -« in this case,
a valued norm, although it need not be so), Line AC vepresents a falrly system~
atic deviation from that norm (arime). If one deviates at all, the most probable

deviation will fall on line AC. It Is, 8o to spesk, ewpected deviance. If a man

is net honest, there are ways in which we expect him Eg_gﬁ_dish@neat. These he-
haviors occour faivrly commonly; they are expected, and ekplanatians {(filter éatew
‘ ga#ias) davelop for them. &aqiatax reagtion afyst&llizes around thisz axpected
deviation and she folk theory which has arizen to "account™ for it. There may
even be other ?&imly probable deviations, such as juvenile delinquency, stc.
| But they occour faibly frequently ané are thevefore common and unsurprizing. One
knows haé to resct to thex; reaction is systematic,

But after all thess systemstlic deviatione have heen accounted fmr,_thare
is 2till scme deviance left; It is not aystematic) it oceurs (fn its individual
' manifestatiéﬁs} so seldom that folk theorys have not arizen to explain it, It
iz a residuzl uaﬁegery; These phenomena, zince they cannot be explained by ordine
ary motivetional theory, come to he condldered extra-theevetical. Since normal

theory purports te explaiﬁ the behavior of all people, yet manifestly does not

explain ﬁhese-bﬁkaviams,_than'thass pacrle ngst be considsred outaide the range

- of normal theopy w=e- they are defectivey they are meatally ill. T am suggesting

fth&t mental iliness is 2 vaaidual‘éatagery_mada up of all thoss hehaviors left

~ unexplained after ail tﬁa nore ﬂemman.aud systematic forms of deviance have been
acoounted Ffor. They sre ansxplained because, alt-though thelr total numbers may

be large, each individusl deviation ocours so rarely that no ratiomuslizmation |

for its occurrence hag time to srize., Hental illmess is 2 term used to name a
fairly'mixgﬂ bag of behaviors sharing only one thing in'qoméan -«= they are statige
tically "odd", They cecur at the tails of the diétrihutiana of behaviers sround |

norms. _Tha assumption underlying a medically-orientsd psyehiatry, of course,.




is that behavi@rs se far from the norm cannot be the product of a. normally func-
tioning.minﬂ. The panpésa of this section is to show that they can.

If all behavior is caused by the self-concéptien, then “odd" behaviors must
result from "odd" self-goncepiions, Self-conceptions cam be odd in two weys:

‘1. through the presence of odd attitudes, or 2. through the absence of statistie-
ally nermal atﬁituﬂe&.

4, The Presence of 0dd sttitudes: Attitude has been defined here as a
pergon's conceptien of his relationship te sa obiect or set of objectz. An odd
attitude is one in whieh the individual eoncelives of his relatiomship te an cbject
or set of oblectz in a mapner vepy diffarent foom the way in which others ééneeive
fhaip relationghips to that same obiect a§ set @£~obi$sts. If that obijeet iz rela-
tively specifie, (éag “mié&“) theﬁ‘his 5éhaviar ﬁili be 0dd enly toward miece,sr»
otherwise normal, But if that object is highly diffuse (in my terminology, if it
serves ag a filter aa%&g@ry for a lavge mumber of ath@r abjeeta) then tﬂe_hahaviars
will be odd toward all the ehjects included {n that Filter. (Such an objeect
would be, for emampls, "people", or "words" or some such general eategemy2

These odd attitudes ave formed In the same way as any attitude -=- through
the asbeorption of informatien. In this case, however, this information {s satis-
tically odd, 0Odd pelationships to objects (whiah should cccur for some pecple
-éiaply by chance) should vesult in odd 5&1§-ﬁaf1exivg sote, and eangeéuently
odd attitudes. Since the veactions to these behaviors which sccur ravely tend to
be largely random (since the persom reacting to them hag likely never been cone
fronted by them before), odd labels ccour, and deviant information is sent to the
© person. Similarly, éistertians of normal iufcrmatien passing through eomeunica-
tion networks oceura, and some of the distortions will be very rare, (This is
an argument, of course, for the kind of analysis of semantle distorticn I proposed

in the precediny chapter.) Thase are the basic mechanisss threugh vhich odd




attitudes ave inculated into the individual.

B. The Absence of Statistically Normal Attitudes: The attitudes which
are absent in the Fform ef’mentai illness can, of course, vary along the same
specificityy =-~ diffuseness dimension as those in the ssction pree&ding, go
there is ne reason t@rreeagitulate that peint here. There &re, however, two
pasic ways by which the lack of an attitude can come about: either 1. the'aftitw
ude never formed in the first place, or 2. the attitude originally was present
bat was destroved.

1. Fallure of Seceialization: As was yeiﬁta& out in my serlier diseussion

of the self-reflexive sat, therd are smae common ebisets in a soclety to whisch
-.m@at or many people are related in the samé WEY . Theaerpaeplg form similar ate
titudes toward these objects. Ia the event of phﬁsieal isolation ffam one o

- mora of these common objects or faulty sonceptual aqaipmanf,-aﬁme jndividusls
may fall te form this sttitude. ‘The shopworn theoretical axémgla of this is

fhe young boy éaisad in the absence of girl peers vho dees not know how to act
when first faced with them. Lacking any basic gonception of the common r&la-
ticnghip of bey to girl, the fsolatéd boy's actions toward the girl appear random
‘to the outside observer. This is the kind of process I mean. Thie is teo commonm
ef a aituation to be clagsed as wental illness by the genernl publie, but in .
rarer instances It would qertai#ly be so termed. The individual raised in the
absence of peeple, for example, weuld have nc sonception of his releticanship to
pecple, and initially wagld aot get at all when in their presemce. Leter his
behaviors would.he basaé‘an the few (misrepresentative, due te the odd reactions
of pecple ﬁ@m&éd hig odd behavior) inferences he wnﬁ;d have made from Initial
encounters. He would almost cegrtainly be termed disordered. Yet this is the
normal aperatiﬁn of & normal mind under these conditions,

2. The Qslfnﬁaﬁkﬁxiﬁe Arct Any attitude, or conception of a relationship




of éelf to objeet, iz an Inference based on evidence from prior self-reflexive
acts or labelling, as I suggested in Chapter Five. It would follow that an at-
titude so based could ks degtroyed by the ingestion of sufficient evidencs cont-

- pary to the original inference se that that Inference could no lomger be suppoited,

For miner attitudes, these changes could easily be brought about by 2 re-
versgal of prior lahelling.: But for haijor attitudes toward major objects, over
the pericd of a lifetime so many bits of supportive eﬁidence teﬁd to accumulate
tﬁat a reversal of labelling of enormous magnitude would be reguired, Such a
large changa'ﬁnvelving zo many labelling agents is greatly Iimprobable -~ much less
prebable, I would guess, than the rate of qopurrence of large scale disrﬁﬁtiens
of gelfegonceptions. Probably that overwhelming majority of thess breskdowns
scour as the vesult of & process best eailaﬁ the 3elf-Reflexive Are,

In the ardinarﬁ seifereflesive act, an individual forms an iﬁférenee about
hiz relstionship to an ahjeﬁt by obsarving both himself and the abj@et as part
éf'ana‘naneapfnal agt, If he should make.tha a#sérvatian again at a later dat&é*

.the eariier inference isrﬁél$temad, et net eﬁaﬁged; The individual s;myiy has
more evidence in support of his originally inferved aﬁtitude. But if a now en~
aounter with the same abﬁeet'is éubétantially different from earlier encounters,
“the new evidence dae# not support sarlier Inferencesy it tends to be digsruptive
| of the earlier éttituda.r These Iinduetive inferences ér& (roughly) cumulatives
the mors of thﬁm that ocour, the weaker the evidense faétaning #he eriginal atti-
tude, and the grester the amhiﬁalanng af'the.indiviénal’s concaption of his paw
lationshlp to that objeast. Thia incraaaing.amhivalance provides fertile grounds
© for the asceeptance of fnesh evidence counter to the originally inferred attitude.
The result iz a eircular process whereby ﬁha firat evidence counter te the origin-
2l attitude causgs inereused ambivalence, which In turn is a condition For more

ready acceptance of further evidence eounter to the originel attitude. Hence
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the appellation "self-reflexive are”,

All self-raflexive acts are prone to arcing, aince the original evidence
fosters more ready acceptance of additional evidence supporting the original
inference, (This is because the original inference constructs a filter category
for the cbject in guestiony it iz easler to place aﬁjects into extant eategories
than te construct new ones; it i=s easier to deduce thaﬁ induce.) The major con-
dition for this arcing process is the contimual recurrence of the stimulus which
-engendered the original infeﬁenae. Over the course of a lifetime, such stimuli
do recur, If a student geté ar "AY on a test, this praviée# evidence for his
'chavaeterizatien of himself as a good student, Over the course of a scholastic
career, this experjence can recur very many times,

| But here I'm speaking of relatively rapi& breakdoﬁns of_attitﬁdes which
_have accumalated evidencarthraughﬂutriife via this process, Soéehaw the process

must be accelerated. This aceceleration is a result of cenceptuai linkages of

éhjects; In order to understand this process we must recall that it is a‘persona
definition of an chject which is.the chbjective tern of an attitude -—= not the
object itself. Thus ome need not encounter the object itaelf to perform & self-
reflexive act, but can be cued to think of that object by samething coneeptually
linked to it. Encountering the linke& ebject is tentamount to encountering the
objeet itself, If the linkages of the obieet in question to other ebjeata_in the
self-coneception are pervasive, them arcing is virtually inescapable.

This iz a large piece of abstract reasoning to swallow in one bite, so the
following example should be helpfuls (For the sake of simplicity, the example
" ig chosen to be familiar'aﬁé te rapreseﬁt an attitude of simple affect, thoﬁgh
it need not bs so0,)

Suppose that a man has bailt, over a long pericd, a sacuvé body of evidence

that he loves a woman. (This attitude is represented as H 34, Whenaver he sees
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the woman or objects conceptually linked with that woman (combs, clothes, seoret
places, favorite songs, etc.) he experiences Selye's General Adaptation Syndroma;“
ﬂhich. on the basis of other sxternal evidence (socelety grascribés the meaning
of G.A.5. in different situastional contexts) he construss to be a feelling of pos-
itive affect, If, as a result of seﬁe circumatance, this woman becomes linked
to another objeat tawagd which thé man already feels streng negative affect
‘(aay infidelity, represented here as %% I), then whenever he aees the woman,
G.A.S. will bear a different interpretation, Eaaﬁ such eceurrence will be a bit
af evidence against the attitude ¥ 3 W -At first, the sheer number of times
when G.A.S. has been interpreted as positive affect will constitute aevidence
~ in favor of the attitude ¥ > ¥ which far outweighs that single instance féstéring
RS

But if the woman occupies a significant position in the man's aelf-concep;
tion, she will be linked to many other obiects for tﬁé man, ALl the places
.he took her, the games he played with ﬁar, the things he shared with her serve
as cues to bring her t& @ind. When he plays tennis, he vemembers her; vwhen he
goes to & tavern he took her he thinks of heé; when he hears scngs they heard
.tagﬁther he thinks of her. And when herthinks of her, he thinks éf I, which
brings about {.A.8. which he now intérpfets és negative affect. |

How two significant results of this process can be seen: 1, Virtually
everything in the person's experience cues him to thiuk of the woman, and every-

time he does so, he accumulates evidence against M 3w, Eventually this evidence

4. Hans Selye, op, olt, _

5, Singe I and W are now associated, the attitude toward I can be transferred
to Y. It could also go the other way; the attitude towmrd ¥ could be transe
farred to I. W¥hich will happen depends on the evidence supporting each.
Addnittedly, on the face of it this looks like a case of mimple balance
or congistency theory, but as we move on, it should become clear what a
gross oversimplification such theories tend to be,
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agadnst M. ¥ reaches approximate parity with earlien dviderca Tor ¥ Sw s not
the: creation of ¥ .3 ¥,  Behaviorslly, e Would expuct ghe individuak ‘"ﬁo‘ﬁ'edam‘e'
. mope and more ambivalent toward the woman until he ‘stopped: deting toward her at
all, _2e"Ree&lkwépﬁgtﬁ%;Q§h§§;9@&@9@%&ﬁ@§§hm§§§;§géﬁiéénéept@axfy‘1inked with
. ¥e  Suppose Ffor simplicity they’ had all beon: chavatturiied: by positive afféet,
¥benever he confronted theme objects, the individusly, as & reshlt of the heg-
gtive affebt toward ¥, now felt a :mgaétivél v gveluated B, Al Sy When he® gods’ to -
gi'*}.e yitennis,: hei feels negative affect; wheh he goes te favored taverns he feels
fegative affeéé;.“ when he heer‘s"-fav@?éﬁi #ongs he fé'ejé%f-“-m?aﬁiﬁ’é #Ffeety’ ALl selfe-

- peflexiveracte: perfornad: g;naer thesa edren § nees yield eviflenté Gbhtrary to

the: infévences-which vielded tha: mrifgi&iaalfi_afk?ﬂ’tudwi i Théke attitudes, too, willvens 1o |

bedestroyeds In this.fashiony arlargé ségnoht:of the aeifieonception &ai be

‘ wipedout ‘ﬁair.;ky:: guiekiyy < Depeiding t‘aﬁf-‘-tﬁg péﬁﬁﬁéﬁé’ﬁn&ﬁé ¥ the o iRl objént
(«mzatﬁ&s;;éam;iﬁ%}  move: oo lesa ot the selfuchiitapriot wEll bet ddsrupted, "Without
a2« gelfwconcept ién; no.bshdvior:can: badury’conplete: desthuction: of the” belbeeans.
ception (acgaré -but-possibleléventd) weuldsrhsult fw sathtondsy ~2ilociirn solive
iry Btopping.a'setf-véflerlvebrc frthetesse’ of " Ehighly padvinive ged ik -
theeretically sliple but-practically very diffloult,’ Thebverisgiiyyrthe oniy- 't
zveqnimm;iﬁﬁis ithat wonevstep thihking about: the’ osbeinak-sbjeuts” Lpae prastically,
any &dversion the ‘individual ,:pw‘.’-é-esaéama%@hiszeaﬁa~~'€-ﬁ§af-éa€£ﬁﬁ»ae&iiﬁg A payet

ehiatrist, wtes) de: intrinstcakiy lfnked! to thesobieck ainde ‘1t 157fop that dnd,

It edrsequently adts #s'd cuesto.fherorightdl  ebiedt, «oIf "Joi drink 46 forget

| &-wemany: ydu ckaew very ekl why yeulre dibaking v carslin cowves

8., Ceollective Behavier: The two phencmena already discussed in this chapter

&h&re Ht 1%&*& wrie e L ah&ﬁﬁm@isﬂﬁ << Hdyidne ‘ufiond thary: behaviory’
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Cbileative hﬁha%icm Ji:a al.sts unendfq;azﬁjn -and perhaps on & largev scale than the

o T, Tnie By ! ST

first mm ¢ It iﬁ d&viant hahavior, perhaps smewbat “odd" in the sense that
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affected.

The Fifth criterion -- representation by a non-deseript symbol -- burkheim
accounts for iIn this Fashiont If the force under comnsideration is none other
| than the social force genarated by the tribes itgelf, then the symbel of the tribe
will also aymbolize the force., In an attempt to identify the tribe, scme feature
characteristie of that itribe must be selected., HMost frequently, this is a dis-
tinguishing characteristic of the leﬁale of the tribe; e.g., where the crows.
gather, near the lizards, by the fig trees, etc, Following this rationale, it
“would seem unlikely that any awe-inspiring totem would emerge -~ men do not live
where tigers or elephants caﬁgregate. |

At thies point, Durkheim, of courase, having shown that the exaggerated behave
ior characteristic of collective activity fits the description of what ever is
. needed to engender baliefrin Yakan, must explain why behavior in collectivities
s ex#ggerated.* His solutien caréi&s‘all the elements necessary to such an ex-
planation, hut they are poorly aséa#blad. |

The totem, says~nurkheié,.fecuses attentlon on those beliefs which members
of the tribe gommonly hold, Thase "ccliective rapresentations" are more than
additive, he argues; their cwsmulation creates a real force which does indeed
impelf humen activity. Durkheim ig adamant; the fnree.is,real, not figurativa. '
Hé-takes Comte tu task for calling force a canéﬁrudt anly.g

I greatly admire Durkhefm, and it is with some regret that I must take
Conte's side in this debate, It is mot at all n#cassary te posit any existential
foree to account for the behavior of people in collectivities. |

In the last section on mental illness, I deseribed a process called the
 selfereflexive arc, 'Anélytically. the Self-Reflexive Arc is simpler IF aﬁ

individual has an orlentation toward an object, he will behave in sccordance

9, 1Ibid, p. 234, also,
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with that orientation téward that objeet. The besulfing salf-reflexive act
strengthens the old orientation. If the stimulus (or other linked stimuli)
recurs, the act rée:ur's, further strengthening the orientatlon, and 50 On. The
important condition for arczing is that the individual sees himself relating to-
ward the ohjiect again and,agéin. The result is rapidly accelerated growth ”f-hiifﬁgﬁﬁﬁﬁi_
the attitude, (If, as In the case of mental illness, the attitude is counter
to an old attitude or constellation of attitudes, the feﬁult is the destruction
of the old attitude.)’

The Self-Reflexive Ave is based_cn the Seif-ﬁeflexive act. BHut there are
other variants as well. As I suggested in Chapter 6, an individual égz_infer
hiis own relationship to an object by observing the relationghip to that oblect

of another with whom he has identified with regard to that object. ALl the

behaviors of that other toward the relevant object are asssumed appropriate to

BIC.

This is the case here, Durkheim's analysis yields all the components we
need: l. an object =~ the totem -- which repregsents a large body of collegtive

representation which, by definition, are orientations to objects held to be common

te all, and 2, a mechanically solidary collectivity. Individuals are defined
in terms of their relationship to the collective conselence, and all ars defined
as fn simflar relations toward it, That's what mechanieal solidarity means,
Given these conditions, we can see the Ffollowing: All the individuals in Durk-
'haim's'primitiva triber are identifled with one énother toward a common object;
thus any behavior any 1ndividual performs towardathertolen sérves ag 8 model fopr
the behavior of all. VWhenever the tribe is physically assembled with attention
focused on the totem, collective hehavior will ecccur, People will perform
rbehaviers they de not ordinarily parform, VWith a large enough group, énd with

sufficient cues to evoke continual attention to the object on which the iden=




tification {a based, behaviors should move toward extremas. If one person alema,
through a series of personal self-reflexive arcs, can end up behaving patholog-
Ically, the same process coupled to large scale identificatlions should be-virtually
explosive,

This meets all Durkheim's ariteria. People will behavs oddly; the cause

iz compelling vet intrapsychic, and yet extands only to particinapts in the

identification, Recall that, no matter how excited a lynch mob may beceme, there

is always at least one person who daasn'f enter into the spirit of the affair,
The lynchers do not share a common orientation toward the evenmt (they do not
identify) witﬁ the lynchee,

Collective behavior may be explained, it w@uld seem, by the angle linkin&

of two of our baqie concepts -~ identification and the self-reflexive arc,

For those whe will heold that affect motivates behavicr, one might well ask what
attribute of collectivities increases affect -- and why it increases it only

aleong lines of identifications ~« and why it Increases it only towerd certain

.ahjects?




