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2) private intelligence 2DV T

O INTELLIGENCE (IPAA p150)
Intelligence is the broader concept, for we call reason the kind of intelligence which contains
social interest and which is thus limited to the generally useful.

Let us consider intelligence as we find it in the neurotic. He acts perfectly correctly. He acts
so correctly that, as in compulsion neurosis, he himself may notice the difference between his

personal intelligence and the common sense. Everything he does is “intelligent.”

It 1s essential that we make a sharp distinction between reason which has general validity,
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and the isolated personal intelligence of the neurotic (“everything or nothing,” "wanting
success at the beginning,” in short the intelligence of the failures). “Intelligence” we find in
both cases, the failures and the normal individuals, but we call reason only the intelligence

which 1s connected with social interest.

The phenomenon of “personal intelligence” needs further discussion. A murderer said: “The

young man had beautiful clothes and I had none. Therefore I killed him.” This is a perfectly
intelligent way of thinking and acting. Since this criminal does not consider himself able to
acquire clothes in the customary manner, on the generally useful side, there is actually
nothing left for him but robbery. For this purpose he must kill the other person. We find in all
criminals an aim to approach their goal through some kind of “intelligent” argument. ( “Kurze
Bemerkungen” 1928
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O PRIVATE SENSE VERSUS COMMON SENSE (IPAA p253)

We must distinguish between “private intelligence” and “common sense,” and must

understand reason as being connected with common sense --- sense that can be shared.

According to private intelligence an individual may attempt through a personal., private view
of the world to assert himself and enhance his own sense of superiority by injuring that of
someone else. Private intelligence is at work whenever a person tries, unfairly, to turn to his
own advantage the social contribution of another person. But here, we shall have to add a
qualification: the injury inflicted is not deliberately intentional.
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O PRIVATE LOGIC/ PRIVATE MEANING/ PRIVATE SENSE vs. COMMON SENSE
(THE LEXICON OF ADLERIAN PSYCHOLOGY p81)

Private logic, a term R.Dreikurs and H.Ansbacher each adapted from Adler’s “private
intelligence”(Adler,1969.p.72), describes the FICTIONAL line of reasoning proceeding from

private meaning, that is, meaning premised upon the person’s private and unique valuation of

self, others, and the world, and what life requires of him or her. Private logic, AS IF reasoning

that dysfunctional, erratic, and anti-social behavior is necessary, is the fiction of a hidden
argument. Private sense in a pattern of conviction is not CONSCIOUS. It is an artifact of the
psychotherapeutic transaction, revealed by indirection, AS IF particular thoughts and ideas

were operating to require self-defeating or otherwise damaging behavior.
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In Adlerian therapy an individual’s behavior (thought, FEELING, and action) is explained to
the client AS IF it were a conclusion required by a private logic, as client and therapist
uncover the private meaning which the client has relied upon for answering such as: (a) What
kind of person am I? (b) What kind of a world is this? (c) What must I, as a person such as I
am, do in a world such as this is in order to MAKE A PLACE for myself? In sum, the effort to
CLARIFY the private meaning asks, “ What would have to be true to make an otherwise
particular, peculiar, and socially senseless pattern of behavior, intelligible?” The
INDIVIDUAL PSYCHOLOGIST thus assumes that the person is acting AS IF the behavior
were an intelligent response in the situation, according to a private logic, answering the

requirements of a private meaning.
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3) end point (22T
O P111 Extracting Ideals From Reality
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We assume an end point of evolution, although we know that it will never come. The end point of

evolution would be the goal where all deficiencies and defectiveness would end, where perfection would
be reached.
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O pl13 Reachable and Unreachable Goals

BIERE BE L BEAR R EE  (2022.3. 17 HSADTFAR) b



The goal is the end of the road. This can be a reachable or an unreachable end, but it is

nonetheless the end of the road.
HEIZEOKSETHD, FIUIRGETZ A0 LA WLENZETE LW S NS LIl WA, £
MU H b BT, HEOKRTH D,




