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First Interview with Dr. Fenichel /‘Horowitz--February 16, 1963 47‘“

- 440 Tror Raegele, 44 a.a_,p &‘L /(bftf :

H: Well, you know we are interested in any reminiscences that you have from any
period during the history of the Societylor before its formation)or even, you
know, European experiences that you recall that you feel may have a bearing
and interest in our own development here. We don't have to go mirwwimx
chronologically or anythinge--

F: WEll)I could start out with some European reminisecences because the people
who were in Europe together in the group where I was partly trained still are
now, for the most part, in this country and that may be of some interest,éi%
may also be of some interest how the group finally broke up, which was due to
Hitler's invasion of Austria--so that people in Prague were, as you have
probably heard from others--the one who founded the group was Mrs. Deri--I am
sure that you were told that--ami=tisem and then in 1930---let's see--I suppose

& it was 30----'36--Fenichel came from C§2<L462? y took over the leadership of

the group because Mrs. Deri went to Los Angeles, where she had been called de

iﬂ-;}br. Simmel, To the group at the time belonged Annie Reich, Stef Bornstein,
Fimanif

Henry Lowenfeld, Jan Frank,d%indholz, Liselotte Gerbtﬂfff me--I don't remember

at the moment whether there were other people. (Dr. Karpe, Eeshmsssaeh), All

of them are now in this country.

H: This was in Prague.

F: That was in Prague. The Prague group was dissolved ¥ when Hitler marched into
Austria--that was the danger signal for everybody to leave Europe. Let me tell
you about the evening of Hitler's march into Vienna because that was dramatie
and a very exciting and a very upsetting event. Many of the people of the
Prague group had close relatives in Viennazmibxkks and the telephones from
Prague to Vienna were going all evening long--everybody trying to find out
what had happened)in if énything, to their relatives. I don't know whether

somebody told you the story which I remember with great pleasure and that was
THE SIMMEL-FENICHEL LIBRARY
LOS ANGELES CHOANALYTIC
SOCIETY AND INSTITUTE
BEVERLY HILLS, CALIFORNIA




\ s 2™
. '1.5‘%4‘\ ‘,ﬂ-\S —




el

H:

-2-

the last evening--the last meeting of the Prague Study Gfoup, and I was supposed
to give my acceptance paper for the Vienna Psychoanalytie Society, whiech was our
mother society; of which we were a branch in Prague. S0 in order to be a member

of the Vienna Societyx I had to give a paper in Prague--because there was no way

of getting to Vienna anymore at that time, or rather it was too risky to go teo
Vienna. So I was supposed to start--I gave that paper later as my introduetion

to the Los Angeles Study Group--but nobody was really ready andMinterested to
listeng whereupony Otto Fenichel qtold a story, a2s he often did in somewhat
diffieult situations, which rescued the whole situation. He asked everybody to

sit down and he told the following story: When my brother once was in a kind of a
eritical situation where he was L&/ j// _sndmmpmiatiorein dew—wes—-my father was
# exceedingly upset about the situation)(ﬁ-b-bhe—tgle—oi the evening when he came home,
he was so upset he didn't want to sit down and eat, and finally my mother calmed him
down so that he asked "What are you having for dinner?", whereupon she said, "We
are having pot roast,” so my father's answer was, "Well, pot roast, that one ecan
eat in any life circumstance." After that storyy everybody sat downy and I gave

my paper. This was a characteristic attitude of Fenichel's that,very often with a
st.ory,he could rescue the situation that seemed to break up and was upsetting to
everybody. So after that time, within a shorter or longer; period, everybody left
Europe and went to the United States.

How long was it when--before you left?

I left a few days, I think, after the paper of mine and arrived in New York on
April Fool's day, 1938, which will be 25 years this year. I stayed in New York for
a few days and then I went to Los Angeles, first to stay with Dr. and Mrs. Deri

and then I--shortly after that I went on my own. Af—%he—-‘b&me—the—mee-'e&ngs-,/q-t

that time the meetings that we had were held at Dr. Simmel's office on Hudson; and

I xexisw remember when I came there for the first time, I was received with great
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eordiality and felt at home very quickly; and I remk remember that I got into

very intimate toueh with Mr. and Mrs. Lachenbrueh, who were part of the study
group, who had studied in Vienna, and at that time helped the new comers to know
more about the language. So we had, I think it was onee a week, we had language
instruetionj they distributed sheets with questions and the different kinds of
answers to explain all the possible expressions. I enjoyed these evenings very
mach; in faet, I still have those sheets with questions that they distributed, and
I cherish them ax as a very pleasant memory, Mrs., Lachenbruch asked me recently,

I do not know exaetly for what purpose, to lend them, Iﬂv_g’ e ‘(ther for a short
time. So graduallyy in the beginning a kind of loose x study group became 2 much
firmer organization.

May I interrupt you? Were you marricd to Dr. Otto at that time?

Noe I married him in--when—ws s e same—I+38emand—rre—rere—mas

September of 1940, There are many amusing personal apécdotes around that Zizgé?"?ﬁ
a few of whieh I ean tell you.

Yeaz

We decided to go to the City Hall in Santa Moniea so that the faet that we got
married wouldn't be spread all over Los Angeles; in particular, we didn't want

the patients to know about it before we would make it publie, The result of this
was that when I came back from the honeymoon, every patient greeted me with telling
me that I got married on my vaoation, Which stunned me to a certain extent,
because I didn't think that so many people would read the, what is it ealle@j

Vital Statisties?

Yes.

So it was known before I had a chance, we had a chanece to tell anybody about it.

So what else? There are a few other personal anecdotes, which I don't think belong

here.
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Zou met Dr. Otto when he came to-(rest=shesused) Prdque ¢

Ho, I, yah, I had known him before from Berlin, and I met hmﬂa&gzi.n)n Prague and
we had a very close friendship in Prague, then géat married a_yau—ud_m
quite a year and guarter after he had come to this country. So what now of the
beginning in--of the Society here. It was a lively __ L Mez” , everbody
participated in it. 4s far as I remember there were a few non-aznalysts who were

steady participants of the mectings. Dr. Simmel was very much stimulating the

meetings and the discussions. We enjoyed the meetings very much. Thenswwae—ne

7 8¢ organized training, no organized seminars
as there are now or as they were some time later. :
At that time the sponsoring institute was Topeka?
At that time the sponsoring institute was Topeka. I think at the veryk beginning
the sponsoring institute was Chicago, or it may be that Topeka and Chicago belonged
closely together--I don't remember how the affiliations were, but I know that our
direct affiliation was with Topeka.
Which-~
Dr. and Mrs. Heaenel came--I don't know in what yearg --a certain time after I had
been here, maybe a. year, maybe two years, Dr. Simmel had suggested to them to come
to this emtry.
Do you reeall who else was in the Study Group when you eame in 19387
I yumk remember that Dr, Timme, 2 psychiatrist-Jmdewld-lmeu--I think he was in

Pasadena--was there, Dr. Burns and Dr. Rislm-,' or Mrs., Burns, were--belonged to the
Study Groupe I think Dr. Prynce Hopkins belonged to its I certainly remember that
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Judge Westwick was part of the Study Group, and Dr. Simmel had a very close

working relationship with the Judge and had hoped and tried that the Judge would
disseminate psychoanalytic ideas in relation to law, court procedures and so onj
and I know that Judge Westwick was very interested in it and tried to imbue the

practice of law, to a certain extent, with psychoanalytic insights and ideas.

I remember also that Dr. Hug ame and was here for a short time, went to

/)

7s¥ before he was én amalyst--went to Santa Barbara
(017 raecordy

and got into econfliet with tiesssiedwme., Judge Wastwick A %11’ Simmel was a very

\
Santa Barbara--he had been a

complex character., Iom—swemiem: I think he was ag devoted te psychoanalysis

as you can find anybody, and his great wish and hope was that he could found a
psychoanalytie sanitarium. He was particularly interested in borderline people

and those who would have needed hospitalization and couldn't be treat;c‘d in private
practice, and he tried as long as I know to get the funds foréif;d:n; funds were
often promised to him--quite frequently from movie people--but nobody ever came
across--so that with all of his great endeavors he ecould neve; sgz* s deepest wish,
namely)h a psychoan%ytic sammﬂilﬁlled. He had had -thety as eve%ybod,y
knows, in &_ and he was cheated by one of the business partners there
so that the sanitarium folded up. He was not a very good business many and therefore
it eould happen that he t;culd with great confidence get into business contaets and
not be aware of the faet that the people might not be reliable. He was espeecially

interested, as I said, in borderline cases and in the.-
Soeially and professionally, apparently. e
:
Well, you could say that--and accordingly he was also irkmwmwidxk ?nterested in
espeakeday in the earliest mental development. He had many most faseinating ideas

about tm(m very early years. I remember, for instance, that it was

an idea of his that Jwmx before the oral period, Wﬂ&}-ﬁ&e&’

one should assume a periodicalled, as he said,Aintestmal phase, and he designated

this to mean that the digestive apparatus was the zone for all the conflicts
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much before the oral zone became the area of mental eonfliel=. ¥ He gave once
a paper about that whiech I thought was a most brilliant pzper. I don't know--
it seems to me that nobody followed his ideas up in any consistent or organized way.
He always had very brilliant and very original ideas, ;zgﬂifé don't know whether
they ever were worked through to the extent that they wesss—became a integral part
of psychoanalytie theory or m treatment. He could do extremely--how
do you say, not unconventional, much more than thaty--stop for a moment--I need t'he-:';prd‘
He did at times some extremely EEE:EEEQQE things with his patiats. But one had the
feeling that they were based on, indeed, empathy and understanding for very archaic
processes in a patient.
Could you illustrate that?
Let me see what I eould--, Yes, I remember, I think, one situation , but I do not
know at the moment whether that's Fereneczi orshether it's Simmele-but I think I
remember that he said something, that he started to address himself to the patient

in the role that the patient had put him ing by that having the possibility to make

~eontaet which otherwise he would not have been able to get into., Thot's, I think,

the one example that I rsmemberjbut if one of those papers which I don't remember
would be availabie you ecould see, I suppose, many of the elinieal manifestations

of this theory. It was one of Simmel's, I think, tragie €haracteristies that he

-eould not weide ¥im mﬁsm organized papers on his many, many ideas

that he hads I understand that there is a tremendous amount of unfinished manu-

soripts,so that lots of his very unorthodox, very original, and highly stimulating

ideas may have been lost by that, He himself always knew that he ks had a great
problem %kt with that. Once he visited somewhere in the East, with somebedy who
had'a very beautiful spot on the East coast and he remarked to that person, "This
@s.the place where I want to write my posthumous papers," which characterizes him

not only as far as insight into his own problem but as far as his sense of humor goes.
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He had a very enjoyable sense of humor. I ean tell you one story, for instanece,
when Otto and I moved into the house on Wilcox, he said to my husband, "I don't like
that at all, YouiﬁE::::jwill take away from me all of my walk-in =m customers."
There's another little anecdote which is characteristic of Simmel's humor whiech I
remember., We visited him once in Santa Barbara. We were all three in the ear,
driving, and all of x%g sudden my husband stopped the ecar very abruptly because
a pedestrian was walking in front of the car; and Simmel said to him,"What are you
stopping faxd for?" and my husband said, "Well, didn't you see that there was
somebody going?" whereupon Simmel said, "What, for one person?"™ And of coursey
we all laughed about it. We have to interrupt againe--
Yes-ww-{0bscured)----0h, there are many things. You've mentioned several times
your husband., You know there are many, many people who did not know him§ and he
is a person of great interest to everyune.,fit would be very interesting, you know,
to hear you talk some about him.
Well, you know, I ecould of course talk about him for hours, days, weeks on end,
Now, let me piek out things that are interesting to the history of psychoanalysis.
Before he came here I remember he stopped o@w give a paper there
and was invited by Dr. Menninger for dinner, and they had ohieken9and he was
eating the chicken with knife and fork as you do in Europe. Whereupon Menninger
shouted && mmex not to be so finicky and not to behave in sueh an artificial way
in America--one picks the chicken up with the fingers and eats them that way, which
gave my husband a very funny feeling that he was reprimanded for the manners he had
learned in Europe. He was also reprimanded by Menninger and by other people at that
time that hegeoming to this countrysshould behave modestly and should not be so
definite about his opinion as far as psychoanalysis 30985 sttt to which
he responded, "I am very much in favor of my belng modest and not making myself
an authority on matters of behavior in this eountry. But I do not think that this

holds true for me being an analyst. There I feel myself entitled to put down my ideas
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in a very definite and very--what should one eall--forthright way." That was one
of his eharacteristies that all the people who knew him knew,of cmrseethat not
only was he extremely forthrightgbut he eould be--what word should I xum use----
stating faets and truths in a way that offended other people and at times made
enemies by that, which didnt bother him in the leasty beecause for him there was no
other way to do it. ”Facts are faets and what is correet is ecorrect and I don't
eare whether somebody takes offense at that or not.” He was as much admired as he
was feared because of that attitude. But more, I would say, admired than feared,
because he had a way of elarity, of lucidity, of being able to get at the heart of
a matter like nobody whom I have known sinee. I remember for instance that
Dr. and Mrs. Markovitz, who lived at that time in Riversidey where he was stationed,
came to the Soeiety meetings just for the sake of hearing my husband's diseussions.
They eouldn't have been here on time for the pepers but they always managed te be
here on time for the discussion, because that's what they enjoyed so mueh and were
80 impressed with that they didn't mind driving all the way from Riverside into
Los Angeles, As blunt and direet as he was in eriticizing somebody or pointing out
mistakes without being coneerned whether that was in any way imorkiwg hurtful for the
person, as much was he willling and ready without any offense on his part to take
eritiseism. I remember one evening in Prague where he presented the paper ont'ﬁm

i

&
Misapprehended Oracle and Dr, Bibring, Dr. Edward Bibring from Vienna,uas present
showed

and Dr. Bibring at the end Zmid him that he had left out one very essential viewpolntj

whereupon my husband was extremely pleased that somebody added some essential peint
to what he had written abouty which made the paper so muech better, and he didn't the
slightest feel a resentment or a personal attaek in that eritiseism but rather was
thankful to somebody who added something to what he had thought about. For him the
idea was who puts dmmocthmx down the facts and who investigates and who makes the
research about the mmkmwmiifimx science doesn't matter, That it is done in the right
way--that matters. The person is of no meaning in that.

TP g . .
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I would imagine that these qualities had something to do with the kind of leader-

ship that he displayed in the Society.
Certainly. Certainly that has a lot &t to do with it, because he was absclutely
unflinehing in his pursming the essential matters of psychoanalysis, and no
personal issues ever entered into this. There was another quality, sinece you talk
about leadership. He was at all times willing and ready to read any manuseript
that anybody sent him, to make his comments, to give helpful suggestions, to
provide somebody with bibliographies, to discuss as m long if)somebody wanted
what ideas somebody had, how to m write about it, how to pursue it, That never
felt any kind of burden for him, he got the greatest stimulation from it and he
in turn gave out a great amount of stimulation, which, by the way brings me to
sggea'very essential point about him, Jm-fthen I mention bibliography, he knew the
psychoanalytie literature, as one can see from the Theory of Neurosis, in a2 way that

: cowpleie)
seems to be practieally impossible for one persony becauae he knew it ‘zfu?nly§4xhh¢bg, T
wE, but he knew so many things? he could tell you in particular, and aqureud was
concerned, what volume, what page, either in the beginning or the middle or the

last paragraph you could find whiat yev were /Mkii_; 7{4’*‘. He had a visual memory--

that visual memory?--no--photographic--~he had mph a photographic memory. He had a
memory altogether which everybody who knew him marvelled about, which is part of his,
was part of his ability to know, to quote, to write so mueh about what he did.

He very much deplored the fact that people don't read much and always helped them

;o :Le right bibliographies or the right papers to read about.

This may be a slanted x question, but I'd be interested in your reaection to it. I
would imagine that these things that you're deseribing about him which made him very
important to the scientific-spirit and cohesiveness of the Society and the whole
movement herey locally, I imagine that his passing left an enormous voidsand that

it has been difficult for anyone to assume this kind of leadership following him.

I think you are absolutely right. I find myself often thinking and even saying
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to peaple who have asked me‘vhat would Fenichel have said or how would he react to
& this or that, I always find myself thinl'ing, &e, I wish you would have been t.here:)
Because it's even hard to deseribe and it's certainly impossible to duplicate a
personality of that kind with this kind of influence that he had on everybody: bk
this kind of bringing out the ®m most creative in people, the most interested, the
most willing to work, to go into matters. He set an example that had ahinfectious
influenee on all the people who ecame into contact with him. Another man who passed
away------ever so mueh inappropriately,had some of the same qualitiesjand that was
David Rapaport. David Rapaport,like my husband, would be willing to respond to any
and every manuseript or idsa,written or orally--thoroughly be concerned with it,
answer written or personally, much longer than you would ever expect, smgioxy bringing
out points that he hadn't even thought about, suggesting literature, suggasf,ing
changes, suggesting elaborating on it, or changing content or changing organization,

endlessly, without ever refusing anybody who asked for his advice or his /ﬁ(.if

That was a very similar attitudeo--gy the way the two met in Topeka and immediately
hit it off and struek a relationship which, had my husband lived longer, I am sure

would have been one of the most fruitful professional. interchangesthere has been in

1L
(va‘zrr»,u?‘.an o‘a cﬁak—;( fdﬂis)

F: Should I go on?

H: Yes, please.

F: There are many anecdotes to be told, some which I think characterize bis personality
more than others, There is one I can think about which I thin_ﬁ;charaoterizes my
husband very much, about his--in his way of working. Let me tell you how for the
most part he used to write a paper. We had had dinner, and I would do the dishes.
He would get up and say, “"Look, while you do the dishes and there is so much clutter,

~ I write down my paper$ by the time you'll be through I'll come and read it to you.

And in about half an hour later he came with a sheet of paper on which there were

little paragraphsafour, five, under each paragraph two or three lines, and he

elaborated on these two or three lines, by that reading the complete paper to mey
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and when he was throughy next day he would dietate it to the seeretaryy and that was
all there was to it. So that the writing of the paper took him, let's say, about

am half an hour to an hour. I asked him once how come that this ecan be done that
quickly and he said, "Oh, the paper 3k is long before ready in my head. I just have
to write it down from my head on the paper." This was one reason why he rarely
worked long in the evening. He had a secretary once a week and that secretary had
no easy job because the dictation went in a rapid pace. He rarely ever had to change
® anything he wanted to say. He had a?i""“'"l "f’“ﬁe""“ﬁ‘eor his papers, there were points
one to tenyams tyelve,fifteon and he dictated the letterspoint after point, the

Cha T, came
first one to gh:\:s-one with what he had to say, aw#t the next, came the third, came

t.heafourth; ﬁ‘!’i:ese sheets of papers were prepared notes for the letters, so there
was!\line, let's say a letter to Dr. Bibringjand then he elsborated on that one liney
which made the letter, and so on all through until he had all his points done.
$iemm That was regularly one everning per week, then there were /i‘ would say at least
two evenings per week with meetings or lectures., There Lﬂ;su%ertainly one or two
evenings a week which were devoted for soeial activities.\éekends were always
devoted to swkk driving somewhere out to the country. We went to so many places
that I think during the years he lived I got to know more about Gs=tifermisy—what
the state of California andapi?us than most people who lived here for many years,
He worked with an unbelievable speed and preeision.

Your comments about his writing letters and papers, you know, reminds me of the

organization of his book. Was that written here?
2

The book was written here, M p—to—add—te-it,
He had published before in Ga—m&n and it was translated, two volumes about the
theory of neurosis, one general and one special, and he was asked to prepare a
second edition. His response to that was that he would rather write a new book

than a second edition, and that was then The Theory of Neurog:is into which very

much of the W volumes had been incorporated but also whichyas esssesyd
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everybody knows who knows the two volumes, has been very mueh changed in many parts
and therefore much has been added. For quite some years---{ochbcowssd). (/2( Vlﬂw/ﬁebn)
We were talking about the theory of neurosis and you were deseribing how there had
been a question that had come up.
Now, a few years ago the problem came up to prepare a second edition of the Theory--
fnilllﬂiﬁsgbnew edition, mainly to incorporate the new developments in psychoanalysis
and to bring the bibliography up to date. This has been impossiblee~with 21l of my
attempts, I have written to everybody about whom I knew or thought that he would be
interested or would like to take that on, but nobody thought that they possibl? could
do such a tremendous job as that would be se that at this point;‘r-al.‘i a standstill,
and I am very uncertain that there could ever be found anybody who would be willing
and capable to take that JEEJ°H' At the time David Rapaport had teold me thatspas
he would be through with his?b;gst urgent -e@m publiecation; he might approach that
problem and he certainly would have been the one to do it. But this took longer,
his own work took longer than he had expected to and then the tragie thing of his
death made the whole thing impossible. 5o what will happen or whether anything
ever could be done about tikx that, I wouldn't know., Nevertheless it seems that
this is still a textbook that most everybody who hag anything to do with medieal
psyehiatry or elinical treatment reads the book, it is still very much in demand
the way it is. ( Im‘a.rw/ﬁbu)

Well, I wonder if we can spend just the last few minutes today maybe changing the

subject xkk a little bit. I wonder if we can try to foeus on Wimd=mf a different X/4d of

topie. Can you help recreate for us some of the flavor of the interaction of the
different personalities,msss in our Society, either before the §plit or after the
$plit, to give some understanding, you know,of how the £ various people ¥m§
interacted as you saw it, as you remember it.

You know, I would like to make a general remark about thate. As is of course to be

expected, as long as the group was small, the interaction was much closer, much



: Cime [ - S ,
L . f MaRSTS il . R .
. . <, '-\ L e g . . Do o e
s ST ) s e e - e N

L G e e S -

. . e
A e . HEA
: ey - < Loy [
- U - 23 - RPN
JLERRSEY . DGR SR - . . -




|

He
F3

-

F:

=13
more intimate, there was much more exchange of thoughts on a very clese basis

going on, and as the Soclety grew, the contaet became looser except that one either

formed or maintained certain more close contaets personal l‘;: » But you know
that it always-&iidrawbaek of any kind of enlargement in any organization, that

with the gaining of a larger area of work, influence, spreading of ,.'fin ideas, you
lose something of ﬁaﬁary mueh more fruitful and stimulating eontaeir./, i&hgsgurtgd out
and were in a small graupsand that wessr much has happened, of caure;a, in the develop-
ment of the Los Angeles Sociefty. I don't know how I would characterize the inter-
action between the people. Right off hand I don't think that much oceurs to me.

The best I could do is to maybe tell you what I know about my husband's contacts
with the people, kmx because this was something that happened while we were together.
As I said béfore, his econtactx for the most part was one of being a leader and I
would say a mentor, He had exchange with many people, but I think his exchange was
more with the people from Europe than those who were here; at least as long as he

was living there was not too much time to build up that close econtact--some were
there, but his ecorrespondence was very rich and very wxi -.how do you eall that--
voluminous with all the colleagues from Europe. His students were very stimulating
to him and to be a teacher meant very much to himj; and I remember that at the time
wheyy Greenson, Reider, Newhouse, Sperling, who else belonged to that, were in
training with himy they called themselves the Fenichel boys, and that indicated

that among themy they had a very close working relationship and much econtact as

far as their psychoanalytic ideas, their clinical interest and so on went. TREEEXX

These were his analysands?

His ecandidates in training or re-analysis of former training. That created a very
speeial and close bond between them.

Do you think this nueleus has in somé ways persisted through the years?

This has persisted to a certain extent between a few people, but it has loosened
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as it always does when organizations grow and the membership ir;creaseﬂto a great
extents Meetings of course also take on a very different x characteristic when
they are either in small groups or later on in large groups,

You kno;:dit would be very illuminating and very helpful in understanding what has
gone onﬂuhat goes on now to have some feeling about the interaetion of specifiec
personalities in the history of our Society., .
about,

You know, that's a point I don't think I can say off hand very nmch)l I would have

_to think of the dirfex‘ant people? how, with whom they interact partieularly, who has

much stimulation for whom, who has---other people who have drifted apart, who are

those who work--prefer to work by themselves, who are those who get together.

You know it seems to me that in all¥X organizations, from the beginning where there
is a small group of peopley thelizcomes.the expansion of that group with which the
close contaect of the small group is more or less lost, and then out of the large
group, again, in another way, eyystaﬂize smaller groups of people who get together
for work and for stimulating each other, which I think is happening right now or
in the last couple of years. I understand--as far as I undorstand,this is something
that happens very often in organizations;that what is lost by the expansion is
later on recreated by the formation of new little groups out of the large organiza-
tion. I would have to think about the situation, for instance, before the $plit
and after the 8plit; certainly before the $plit there was a growing getting apart
of the members, especially in the Education Committee because of different ideas

as far as prineiples and the main leading ideas in psychoans kysis go. After the

split, the group that I belonged to of eourse felt much more belonging together
than ass¥=mg=es the other members who did not share the same/éie&dR® viewpoints had

been----but as far as single individuals go, how they interaet with each other,
that's something I really wouldn't be able to tell you off the cuff. I would have
to think through of the imiiwmd individual members and how they relate te whieh
other individual members; whether they relate or how they relate, I gouldn't say
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that to you now, but if I think about it a little, I might have some kind of ideas
about it.

H: I have a personal interest, I don't know how widely this is shared by othersg but
I wonder if you have any feelings, whether you sense certain traditions, say, or
characteristies of our present Soeiety, whether you see origins of this in what
went on before; whether there are things.-characteristies of our group now that
you can see the roots of in the past.

F: I think you would have to be a little more specifiec, Dr. Horowitz, I den't know
what you mean by that. What, for instance, characteristies that might have been
there and are still there or are no more there. What are you referring to?

H: Well, I'm not sure myself--I was really wondering if there are certain outstanding,
say, traits 6f our organization that you can see the development of through the
years,

,ih What do you mean by traits? You mean organizational traits or do you mean
| scientifie issues that have been pursued and are no more pursued or what do you
‘ mean?

Hi Yes, I think this might include scientific areas of interest, it might ineludg :
attitudes that the organigation has, it might inelude charactersties that set our
group off from other ones.

Eooocbonmmbomckintind

F: I wouldn't know. See, I ean‘k say one thing about our organization, but I do not
think that this has anything specifically to do with the Los Angeles Society}'that
inereasingly more administrative issues have developed in our Society, imitix
which before, as long as it was small, = scarcely existed. Where there was not much
of a formal administration, where Xuockidmgmxwsyedt things were done according to
the need at the moment, the rules and regulations were by far not as specifically

" o formulated as they are now, and certainly the administrative part of the organiza-

|
|
) tion takes up very much of time that before could be spent on scientific issues.



Hi
F3
H:

Fi

Hs

=16=

That is all I ean say. Still there are 2lways, of course, within an organization,

those people x for whom Ldﬁiniatrativu issues stay to

the foreground and for others for whom they are te‘be neglected, are uninteresting
or even undesirable.

Yes, I think I ean think of an example that 111us;rates what I meam am asking.
That's good. |

We were originally sponsored by Topeka and one can still see to this day our close
tie to Topeka. Many members have received their training theie and come here and

we are on very econgenial terms still-.one ean see fhe influence yet. Do you have
the feeling that you can see in other ways influsnTos of partieular people or events
that still show themselves now in our functioning?

I know what you mean, but----you gave a good exampie to compare with Topekaj; I don't
see that there exists anything of that sort here. ‘I have always beennyin some kind
of a puzsling situation to understand why and how the people who once were at Topeka

seem to have carried along with them some kind of 4 bond between them that lasts

far longer than their relations--direct relationshﬂp to the Topeka situation. k¥ I
don't see anything here--off hand I don't see anything on that--of that kind here.
I don't know--I would imagine that part of the Tekaa situation has to do with the
faet that outside of Menninger's there wasn't any a#imulating area--that everything
that was stimulating happened within the Topeka Socésty. It was kind of an oasis
in a desert, if I may say so. As I said before, I have been puzzled why pepk
people have that contact with each other long afterithey have left Topeka. There
must have been mmt somethiing that gave them what th?y needed t'*hnrchnin the situation
whereas outside there was nothingj and I don't knowiwhethar I could make the
comparison, whether it isn't too harsh, but I somet%maé. have the feeling that they
lived together in an oasis where all around there is a desert., Other than that

I wouldn't know how to explain thise-aeee Cch¢lr11aﬂ7§hh)

|
You were deseribing a puzzling degree of cohesiveness that seems to have developed in
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(osowssde= circumstances which are not the/leﬂ.rmatances, I think, in other cities,
certainly not here because the outside stimulation is present here whichqmy fantasy
e didn't exist in Topeka, I may be wrong. There ‘may be very different factors,
but this is the way I explain it to myselfw.not knowing any more than I do know.

But you are aequainted with organizations in other |cities in this eountry é)ﬂ.n the
past in Europe--would you have any comments to make about the whole question of
leadership and stimulation--internal stimulation smld cohesiveness in our Soeiety

as it has developed say over ¥, you know, the past P.s years?

Even there I could only give you an example to the Loontrary--the opposite. There
was a great closeness and cohesiveness in Prague, bf}at let's not forget that this

was a very unusual situation. Most of the people in Prague, I would say nine-
tenths of them, were edsssr refugees, whicjof course creates a very different
situation than if the people are native of the country and have their contacts

|
within the mssoohxywhex country, whereas thet' always omp were guests in a host
for a !

country. That makes ome much ecloser relationship t1|:|at way. Besides, the people
t.y_g_x_'_e were, I think, with very few exeepi?ns, oxpefionced and highly capable
analysts at the time that they came there. They were not newcomers, the were not
young students but kiockkeyrasbox they had all left a'! situation where they had
already been working and active and very suecessful}for quite s&ﬁ; years, But ki=x
that there would be anything that I eould say simila;,r in our situation, I really
don't know. So, I'll be willing to talk teo you som; other time,

All right, let's do that, Let's look over this‘matir:l.al and then we can talk again.
This has been very, very helpful and I want to thaan you.

You're very welcome, it was a pleasure. |



