
     PSYCHODYNAMIC VI: ILLUSION

FREUD'S (JUNG'S/DARWIN'S) “ILLUSION”
In our essay, 'Basics', we made the point out that, insofar as a philosopher is a

questioner of assumptions, Freud was no philosopher. It is time to re-make this point
because, in his “Future of an Illusion” (1927), Freud fails to question his assumption
that the (his!) thinking function can 'judge' the intuitive function when he concludes,
“it's merely an illusion to expect anything from intuition and introspection; they give
us nothing but particulars about our own mental life which are hard to interpret and
never give any information about questions which religious doctrine finds so easy to
answer”. Given that Jung's “Psychological Types” (1921) appeared six years prior to
“Future of an Illusion”, Freud, by then, would have known about the four functions
and he should have realized that any one function is no position to evaluate, let alone
'judge', any of the others. In his own words, Freud was in (philosophical) “denial”.

Thus, we critically examine how Freud defined “illusion”: for example, when
he states, “(incorrect) belief is an illusion when wish-fulfilment is a prominent factor
in its motivation”, we can easily turn this statement back onto Freud i.e. Freud had a
(feeling) wish to (if not completely, then) satisfactorily explain the world by thinking
and sensing alone. It is with some irony that, in his “Civilization and its Discontents”
(1930), Freud scrutinizes the feeling function of one of his benevolent critics, Romain
Rolland. Rolland agreed with Freud's anti-religious views as expressed in “Future of
an Illusion” but he also realized that Freud had yet to properly evaluate the function
that is the source of (err...) evaluations i.e. “eternal (4D spacetime), oceanic” feeling.

In order not to be guilty of hypocrisy here, we need to admit the possibility of
the existence of functions in addition to the four that Jung laid out. Even if we search
in vain, this would, in any case, sharpen our survey of the four established functions.
For example, Freud's vain search within for Rolland's “oceanic feeling” at least took
him to the brink of Pisces' “block” of “eternal (space)-time” that is the 'background'
of Aries' breast-feeding neonate. Einstein's discovery that (at least, large-scale) time
does not flow would have helped Freud establish his view that, at the deepest level of
the id, time does not flow either. Indeed, Einstein went so far as to deny any “reality”
to the flow of time i.e. thermodynamics and, therefore, the greater bulk of physics, is
an “illusion”. With biology also being subject to thermodynamics, Freud could have
realized that Darwinian evolution was also an “illusion”... a realization that he could
have made even without hearing from the Eastern billions who subscribe to Maya.

Freud didn't need to hear about Maya... he could have examined the Western
attitude to “reality” more closely i.e. in Western philosophy, “realists” are those who
award existence to Plato's realm of eternal Ideas; “nominalists” are those who don't
award existence to Plato's realm. A nominalist can't be deemed a 'philosopher' until
s/he can explain how/why the mind invents more than it discovers. S/he can't. 

Therefore, with all the confusion welling up around “illusion”, it makes sense
to play Freud down and consider the possibility that illusion, like repression, has the
capacity to be a useful 'stop-gap' until something “integrative” (i.e. the 4-functioned
ego) is built within. For example, it could dissolve an over-rigid structure to, in turn,
give '1' the 'fresh' beginning that it needs to adequately 'reach' '5-6-7-8'.



ASTROLOGERS' (ARCHETYPALISTS') “ILLUSION”            
Thus far, we have aligned repression and compensation with '10', dissociation

with '11', idealization with '11/12' and regression with '12'. Given Jung's explanation
that the '1 persona' is little more than a “slice cut from the collective '11/12' loaf”, we
realize that the '1 persona' is the third part of the '11/12/1 illusion'. The key aspect of
this third part is that '1 self recognition' is not '5-6-7-8 self-knowledge'. For example,
the natural ruler of the 1st house (& Aries), Mars, when occupying '5-6-7-8', can 'act-
at-no-distance' to undermine the 'rounding out' of the ego. Thus, the ancients viewed
Mars as “malefic”. If, however, Mars only operates as an instigating spark that, like
Saturn, has its 'use-by' date, the Freudastrologer can view it as “benefic”. This view
can be 'developed' when, each spring/Easter, the Sun passes through Mars' sign and,
over the subsequent four months, draws down and across to its own sign. Those who
'resonate' with the key “illusion” of the Age of Pisces will also note that...

With (i) the holisitic tropical zodiac being 'drawn' by the Sun-(Earth axis) (ii)
the always-anterograde nature of this 'drawer' and (iii) the use of the Sun (and, if we
look to the new Moon of Lent and the full Moon of Easter, the Moon) as symbols for
Christ, we can recognize that, whether h/He is “real” or a “(nominal) illusion”, h/His
story points not only to the soul's development but its capacity for compassion in the
face of (chronic) gestationalism, like so...   

… although the period from Ash Wednesday (the new Moon of the latter half
of Aquarius or the first half of Pisces) to Easter Sunday (the first full Moon after the
the Sun transits the 0º Aries equinox) sees the Sun only traversing about 1/8 th=45º of
the zodiac, the Moon visits the ego-forming 2nd quadrant signs twice. Although Lent
refers primarily to Christ's 40 days of wandering (that included h/His turning away
form the Devil's temptation), it is also a marker for the beginning of h/His ministery,
in which h/He compassionately 'reflects' on Mary Magdalene (Pope Gregory lumped
all the Biblical 'Marys' who weren't Mother Mary together). The fuller the Moon is,
the better the Moon is able to 'reflect' the Sun's 'purpose'.
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FREUDASTROLOGERS' “ILLUSION”
It is highly unlikely that athiest-Jewish Freud would have been happy with us

comparing him to Christ... but the fact remains that he was the first to show day-in-
day-out compassion for those who were suffering from neoteny. We have pointed out
that Freud was no philosopher – he does not care to speculate on the 'how' of mental
invention (phantasy) – but, by realizing that mental inventions (if, indeed, they were
inventions) occurred prior to the will (i.e. dreams), he realized that there was naught
to gain by judging, let alone condemning, what went around the human mind. As the
treatment of obsession-compulsion was teaching him every day, instructing someone
to re-direct his/her thoughts is to re-inforce the pathology... the obsessive-compulsive
suffers from re-directed thoughts!!! Freud could have taught the torturers of the 13th

century (let alone everyone who lived in the 2nd Millennium) a thing or two.
One hard-to-budge train of thought that went around Freud's own mind was

his “Future of an Illusion” 'alter-ego' that became noisier and noisier in the final few
chapters. Indeed, Freud could hardly have stated FA's own position regards illusion
more clearly in 'Ch.X': “(Religion) allows for a refinement and sublimation of ideas,
making possible for it to be divested of most of the traces which it bears of primitive
and infantile thinking. What then remains is a body of ideas which science no longer
contradicts & is unable to disprove. These modifications of religious doctrine, which
you have condemned as half measures & compromises, make it possible to avoid the
cleft between the uneducated masses & the philosophical thinker and to preserve the
common bond between them which is so important for the safeguard of civilization”.
The only thing that we would add here is the need to embody whatever “refinements
and sublimations” have appeared in the realm of ideas. For example, simply looking
at the following zodiac...

… might tell us something about the feminine side of Pentecost (and the Holy
Ghost) but it doesn't speak to how the Moon 'reflects' back to the Sun a 'rising' path
through the embodying (mind-body integrative) sign, Virgo. In any event...
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EXAMPLE VII
Irrespective of the reflecting role that is played by the Moon, the full Moon is

an 'astrological statement' as to the whereabouts of the Earth e.g. if the Sun is placed
in Gemini, the Earth will be in Sagittarius. In other words, the full Moon can be seen
as an 'earthing' Moon. “2001: a Space Odyssey” provides a God's eye perspective of
this 'reflecting/earthing' alignment. In “Four Corners of the Cosmos”, we presented
our view that Christ had a natal full Moon (in Cancer) so that h/He would be always
reminded of h/His ultimate need to f/Fall all the way to Hell (to free the imprisoned).

Who are the imprisoned? As Freud realized, even before Sophocles, mankind
was suffering from rampant Oedipus complexes... the answer, therefore, is everyone.

In coming to Jung's 'Christ-like', compassion, we can say that it waxed at the
point where Freud's compassion began to wane i.e. (not neoteny, but) religion. As we
noted above, Freud “denied” Jung's realization that, with religions (at least, initially)
appearing out of the action of feeling & intuition, it is a “category mistake” to judge
religions with thinking &-(or) measurable perception.

'Scientific' civilizations are, to use a Freudian term, “sealed on both sides” i.e.
not only do they judge religions with the wrong functions, they assume that they are
correct because they mount their case against the 'easy target' civilizations that have
distorted religion with materialism and/or ideology. The only way for this 'scientific'
“seal” to broken is through catastrophe. The degree to which you, dear reader, view
the circumstances of the 1980s Eastern Bloc as “catastrophic” may depend on where
you were during that time. Our next director example, possibly because he migrated
from the U.S.A. to the U.K., was able to see that the English were “projecting”, onto
the Eastern Bloc, aspects of themselves that they would do well to retrieve...    

 
  

… although Terry had been directing for 10 years – for “Monty Python & the
Holy Grail”, he shared the directing credit with Terry Jones – he would establish his
solo directing credit with “Brazil” (1985), a satirical poke at authoritarian regimes...
rife in the 20thC, threatening to return in the 21stC. Like our first example, James L.
Brooks, Terry was born in 1940, the Jupiter-Saturn conjunction year, and was in the
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midst of his midlife transits (e.g. Saturn-opposite-Saturn; Neptune-square-Neptune)
when, in that very Orwellian year, 1984, “Brazil” was deep in production. Terry had
hoped to release “Brazil” in 1984 for that Orwellian reason. In any case, Jung noted
that, when Solar religion is distorted (and, then, discarded), both the individual and
collective are thrown to the non-Solar wolves of the collective unconscious. Anything
is now possible and Terry's madcap vision may look extreme but subsequent-to-1985
events are suggesting that it may turn out to be mild...

The suffering collective usually splits into (i) those who, by nature, can toe the
bureaucratic line: “Brazil”'s paradigmatic example is “Mr. Kurtzmann” (Ian Holm)
& (ii) those who, by nature, can't toe the bureaucratic line: “Brazil”'s paradigmatic
example is “Harry Tuttle” (Robert de Niro). The film's anti-hero, “Sam” (Jonathan
Pryce), over-identified with his well-connected mother, “Ida” (Katherine Helmond),
is not 'Solar-enough' to see the path that stretches out between the Scylla of '(i)' and
the Charybdis of '(ii)'.

Given that Sam dreams of flying about like Mercury, – notice that, in Terry's
birthchart, Mercury is conjunct Mars in Scorpio and that these are opposing Terry's
natal Jupiter-Uranus-Saturn in Taurus – a planet that never strays very far from the
Sun, the audience can hold out a morsel of hope for him. Unfortunately, Sam falls in
dream love with an anima, subsequently projected onto “Jill” (Kim Greist), caged in
the clouds i.e. Sam's anima is not only animus-possessed, She-who-must-be-obeyed is
way too to close m/Mother to have any chance of being differentiated. Indeed, in the
climactic scenes, Sam takes his anima-projection to his mother's bed.

One of our favourite scenes in “Brazil” is that which has Sam over-shooting
his elevator ride down to the ground floor... it winds up in the basement, wherein, in
addition to the superego figures he has found in the high floors, he finds yet another
superego figure. This illustrates Freud's realization that this is an organ that might
be 'high' but, in any case, it extends 'down', through awareness (not 'consciousness'),
and lands in a place where it wreaks even more havoc i.e. the superego is responsible
for Freud's ultra-therapy-resistant “unconscious sense of guilt” that, in turn, brings
about shamelessness and/or masochistic 'choices'... and ultimately, self-destruction.

15 years after “Monty Python & the Holy Grail”, Terry returned to the story
of the redemption of Christianity without mentioning Christianity i.e. “Fisher King”
is a story about a medieval historian, introverted “Parry” (Robin Williams), who has
a P.T.S.D.-laden story mysteriously connected to the political ravings of shock-jock,
extraverted, “Jack” (Jeff Bridges). As Jung emphasized, the 3rd millennial individual
is faced with the task of finding redemption within. Going to church and/or reciting
arid texts will work less and less as each decade goes by (until some kind of “critical
mass” is reached). At this juncture, too many are too keen to throw the religions out
but, as the decades roll by, Jung expected that more will realize that the deeper task
is to 'personalize' an established religion without allowing any inflation. The fortune
of “Parry” is that he is so mad that he has no real chance of founding a new religion.
Rather, his only parishioner is Jack and, then, only after a long period of wandering
that leads him to understand the nature of his mysterious connection i.e. in trying to
start his own political 'religion', Jack would see that he was even crazier than Parry.
Jung realized that 'personalized' religion is less inflating than political “progress”.




