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... we will emphasize those aspects of (psychoanalytic) theory 
which are either inherently sociological or are more amenable to 
sociological definition. Thus, we will stress the theory of object 
relations more heavily than the classical libido theory. This means 
in particular that, no matter how each person is affected by the 
internal patterns of impulse, conflict and defense, in the larger 
sense personality is built up and organized on the basis of identi
fication with and internalization of, patterns of behavior trans
mitted by emotionally significant figures. These figures have a 
temporal priority which enables them to impress on the indi
viduals the effective subsequent priority of symbolic codes (i.e., 
culturally and socially defined standards and expectations). 

But, as we have indicated above, the way each person relates to others 
(object relations) is intimately related to their own patterns of impulse, 
conflict and defense. Ego psychology, particularly Eriksonian ego psy
chology, has given us a broader reading of this inter-relationship without 
having to drop one of the points of reference because it might not fit in 
with a preconceived theory. Identification and internalization, more
over, are not one-dimensional concepts; they signify related but differ
ent processes at different developmental psychic stages. And to try to 
use these concepts as catchalls because they are more inherently socio
logical is a disservice to the complexity of the psychoanalytic theory of 
the mind. Finally, to simplify parental inter-action with children in 
terms of the parents as cultural ritualizers, a theme again which Erikson 
has developed with a sophistication not evident in the present work, is 
to reduce depth psychology to a calm and helpful tributary to the pre
sumed ocean, as it were, of consciousness. 

In view of the above criticisms, I do not wish to give the impression 
that I view culture as if it were a projection of men's psyches, since I 
quite agree with the authors that man is par excellence the symbolic 
creature which both his mind and his society reflect and that we must 
consider both society and the individual as somewhat inter-dependent 
action systems. Thus there is a real need for a psychoanalytic sociology 
in this furthering quest of finding out who we are. But I must note in 
conclusion that Erikson has articulated what, in fact, personal analysis 
enables one to come to terms with: the necessity of accepting the in
evitable, given one's individual childhood, in order to achieve any real, 
growing autonomy in adulthood. It is the apparent lack of awareness of 
this concept, and all that it entails, which lessens the value, and in fact 
affects the whole tone, of the present work. 
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