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r/{" This is recording, February 3, 1963, for the History Committee, Los Angeles
Psychoanalytic Society. I am going to interview Mrs, Frances Deri at her home,
12415 Rochedale Lane, Los Angeles 49,

K: How do you do, Mrs. Deri?

D: Thank you, quite well.

K: I see you brought out certain notes, not that you need to use your notes---

D: Oh yes, I need them-- folseared) --for my own history I do.

K: Very well, just tell me something about how did you happen to come to Los Angeles?

D: Oh, I'1ll tell you--I wanted to go to the United States, and I wrote that to
Dr. Hans Sachs, who then was in Boston; and he wrote back, and he said, "I can
give you the names of two cities. One is very ugly, but you can earn very quickly
very much money--that is Detroit. And the other is very beautiful--you can't earn
so much money so quickly, but you live at a beautiful spot. And so I chose--I chose

r Los Angeles, me of course; and I've never regretted it. I was busy--after one
week my day was full mmkidomsw and till now. But now, of course, since I'm over
82, I began gradually to--not to replace a finished patient, you know; and so
gradually diminish my case load.

K: Aguestion-i-weuld—have—weutd—be In what way was Dr. Simmel involved in having you
come to Los Angeles?

D: -&i‘q“e helped me very much. He sent me an affidavit. EHe and--who was the other
one?--David Brunswick, and that helped a lot because that was at a time when it was
rather difficult, you know, to get a visa. I'm very_sorry Fhat I could not find a
letter, long letter, six or eight pages,tx that heii;géézkziét that time describing
the beginning of the group here, yousmew, but it seems I don't have it any more.

I knew Dr. Simmel a long time before, you know, TerFteegritbem-up-herc--1 worked

at his ® sanitarium in Schloss-Tegel for almost two years,
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—Pr—¥zh, Tegel is a suberb of Berlin.
",K: Who were the first people that you met here in Los Angeles among the analysts?

D: Well, There was Simmel and then there was Margrit Munk--I think they were the first
ones, Simmel had already rented an apartment for me and fortunately it was quite
close to Mrs. Munk's house so that we were together very much, which was very
¥xx valuable for me because I didn't have a car, I couldn't drive yet, you know,

rgﬁqgihe--so she took me around and showed me Los Angeles. And then Estelle Levy
was here and David, David Brunswick, of course. And I got a good impression of
Los Angeles right a way. On the second day that I was here there was an earthquake--
and that was quite interesting.

K: Did you also have a good impression of the state of psychoanalysis in Los Angeles?

D: Well, at the beginning I wasn't able to form any opinion about that. But I
remember the first meeting that I attended--that was in Dr. Simmel's house EEE:S
Professor Paul Epstein, who is not an analyst--you know him--

"'K: I know of him--a professor of physics at Cal Tech.

D: That's right. He gave a paper, but I don't remember any more about what it was.

But I must say, this first meeting--it was so --there were so many E people there
that I got the impression that the interest in analysis must have been very great.
hibabeetssl

K: Do you recall the names of some of the people at that meeting or in the early days--
not only teaching personnel but were there some early candidates?

D: Candidates, yah, I remember Dr. Daniels, who is now, I tkmx think in Long Beach here.

A ol disl
He is not a2 member of our Society. Oh, and then Ruth %admem and her husband, I
think Richard Tolman, yah,---who else was there----were the Lachenbruchs?--no, I
don't recall--you know for me they were all people whom I didn't know, so of course
I forgot many names.
K: I first met you at your home on Plymouth Boulevard--when did you move to Plymouth

Boulevard?

D: Well, I came here in '35, and in '36 I moved to Plymouth Boulevard. —IiBy—sousc=i
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“met-you—the—first=time—I-thinle-there-was.a-meeting==wasmt-tieres?

I~donli~rooet:l--1 recall mOPeib=wes the first time I came to your home for super-
vision, which was about November, 1947. We probably had met before then.

I immghkk thought it was at a meeting because we had often a meeting at my house,
you know, from not the Society, which didn't exist, but the Study Group.

Some people had been very interested in the x kind of people Simmel and Fenichel
were, and I thought perhaps you could--would like to tell us now, perhaps starting
with Simmel, what kind of a person was he and how did he work and live: se=Emrtir
Well, it's very hard to say, not only because he has been dead for such a long
time already, but now what should I tell you? You know what he looked like, and
what should I tell you? One of his most outstanding characteristiecs was his
courage., I don't think that Simmel ever was afraid in his life, you know; and I
don't mean only physical dangers, but he--he was so outspoken, so courageous, you
know, that I couldn't understand that he zmma could get out of Germany alive.

But otherwise what could I tell you azbout him? He was quite a good speaker,
although his English was not so very good, approximately like mine; but he formu-
lated everything very well. I know that I was here only a2 short time when he gave
a series of--a few--I don't know--three or four or five lectures in an organization
called, I think it was called the Forum. Lectures about psychoanzysis and they
were excellent, and also they were atiended by so many people, so again I felt
there must be very much interest for analysis among people.

David Brunswick and mkkmrmsxkawex others have sometimes commented that Simmel
could be gullible--that is, I think you know what I mean--

Oh, yah, exactly. Well there is no doubt he was very gullible and thexre were many
people who took advantage of that. I remember that once, I don't kngﬁ]yhetber you
ever heard of Dr. Montgomery?

I have heard about him, but I would like now for you to tell----

0"}'\0__4

Well, that was a2 man who said he was an analyst and a member in New York, -sefle of
/&Aiol
the New York Societies, and that he was analyzed by Ferenczi, and he wanted to
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become a member. And he was a nice, friendly man, yew=kmew, and since there were
very few analysts here, it was quite good that one new one came, and he got some
patients, you know., Well, one of his patients--no, not patients but candidates--
he took candidates--you know this thing, this whole thing wasn't really well
organizéd then. One of his candidates once fhoned me and asked me for an interview.
And he came and he told me that he is in analysis with Dr. Montgomery but he had
begun to doubt xk=k whether Montgomery is a real analyst. For instance, there was
in the room where he worked, there was a closet that was closed only by a curtain,
and he said to this candidate that he should sit on a chair behind that curtain
and listen while he analyzed another patient. And he thought it was terrible
but he didn't know whether---and Montgomery said that is how training analysts
train their candidates. And things like that. And, well, of course, I.reported
that to Simmel, and Simmel had M¥mmg Montgomery come to him, I was there too, and
Montgomery just laughed it off and said that's nothing but resistance from that
grax candidate and that's m some fantasies. But then when Montgomery had gone,
I said to Simmel, "Listen. Do we know really whether he is a member in New York?"
"Oh," Simmel said, "We can ask in New York." And so he wrote to New York and asked
about the standing of Dr. Montgomery and so on, and there came an answer, Dr., wex—

(AT B
gy Montgomery I=xax ¥® a

y s 5{A;éf&mozﬁ apetd
member Brb<this=g-na-weemit—tdddom, -5® flame was different. He & a member of
' uad MUt A lhy
very good standing, he %®& a member since %ﬁz@ and thet year, he was analyzed by
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so and so, not by Féfenczi, and so on. AnqAﬁimmel phoned Montgomery that he had an
answer from New York, I don't remember anymore who wrote this answer, and that he
should come to see Simmel becauﬁe there are some discrepancies. And I can only
tell you that the next day Montgomery had vanished from Los Angeles, left nothing
but debts, and that was the end of him., Afterwards we heard that he was not only
not an analyst, kexwax¥x ~heswrs--he had had , what was it, a beauty salon. He was

a beautician. But I think from what he said in many times that we were together--
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--oh, he gave also , he gave a lecture, yah, he gave a paper in the Study Group,

'p. yah; and kmwoEiixkkak from all that he must have been znalyzed, you know, not only
that he knew the terms and that he knew about resistance, he knew about transference
and so on, you know, he must have been analyzed, bad or good, I don't know, but we
never heard from him again. Maybe he has a beauty salon in dwmek downtown Los
Angeles, I don't know. That's 21l I can tell you. Oh, even he published this
paper, and I must have it. 7Yah, I have it. Would it interest you?

K: Sometime--we won't interrupt our interview, but by all means it would be an interesting
historical item.

D: And that is just one example of the gullibility of Simmel, because Simmel didn't
think of asking in New York®first, you know. But there were other examples, too.
I don't recall anymore, but you know when Simmel sometimes said, "Oh, I met somebody»3‘
who is either an analyst or anything like that, we were always suspicious, you know,
whether this is true or not.

' K: Simmel of course had many talents of leadership, organizing, teaching--

D: Oh yes, he was a very good teacher, very good.

to éomment--Simmel had unhappiness in his personal life.

D: Of course, he had a highly neurotic wife. You know that much later, a few years
ago,'x she committed suicide and she was in analysis with several of us, but it
wasn't possible to analyze her. Of course I woudn't like to have these remarks
about Mrs. Simmel to be published--(obezi:;dé-made public.

K: Yesy we are well.aware-of-the—centien-and-eare—and==zbout-confidentizi-materiad--
we-need.to sxercise---. Could you say something about Fenichel--again, whatever

you like, personal, offic&al contacts or anything at all.

D: Well, it's not quite easy exactly as it isn't easy to talk about Simmel, you know.

¢

Yo idn! - 3 . g i 3 ? 3 know \
|
|

‘/L 'V.\SU%“?«*)L y

ey S



We were very good friends already in Berlin. I--how do you call that--I read the

proofs of his book that he published as long as he was still in Berlin, and then
he took over my practice in Prague. He hesitated a2 long time to come to the
United States, but finally under Hitler it became too bad there, and so he came over--

I don't recall hew=cwhen that was, but you can look that up somewhere.

D:

Wheneiee=grr?Ted. I know he came directly, from his trip over here he came to the--

to the meeting in San Francisco. When was that? Oh, '38, yah. No IS8

— 1% says School Tor-NurseryYearsy yahy—the-Study-Group-founded—it—and-them—welly-
__actualdy;—tie Tirst beginnings of “it were made by-who-is-now Eleanor-6rdlinger

_ande==weit-a-minite, who was the other-one--Eleenor-fordtinger—and-F-think-beura—
F11is ewwd-think-80e—Bub-the-Study Group used iheir.-place.on.Vine Stireet for
meetingsy-you-know; and-for the Very small-beginnings-ef-eur-library,.you know.that
wWas-about-20"books-that-we~had, And what else can I tell you? Oh, about Fenichel
you wanted to know. Well, you know that he was a very bright man, a very good
speaker, also his English wasn't so very good and he enjoyed Los Angeles very
much, he made many trips for a day or two, for a weekend, you know, he knew every-
thing around here. What do you want to know?

The relationship between Simmel and Fenichel was smooth and harmonious-- 7'

Ch yes.

Was there never any feelings of rivalry or conflict?

Not that I remember. ¥Nes.Wadd—s—Finutopeletentuthinte-of—that~tine. No. I don't

remember any friction or any conflict between them. Maybe I just didn't know.
On the contrary, they complemented =amht each other very well. And then, you may

know that his last year he spent in--I think it was the Cedars.
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K: Cedars of Lebanon Hospital.

1 A . ML“'\/ Yl o A
D: 7Yah, as a—resident. duLp“/f}
¢ "

K: Why did he do that work as a wrew¥dent,wksmmx why did he feel it necessary or
desirable?

D: Well, I think that it was the fact that at that time--oh, I remember. There was
much talk about the possibility that non-medical analysts should not be =zXEx
allowed to analyze. I can't remember anymore how far that went, you know, but I
know that I too thought, well, maybe if I--if T am not permitted to analyze
anymore, what shall I do? You know, I made even some steps to prepare for some
other activity. Yah. But he didn't like the idea, you know, that he was so xk

to say an =mmy analyst second degree. I think that was the main reason why he did

that. - 1
ArA Lt A )’_}

K: In other words, he wanted the residenmcy and then to take the State Board examination,

(‘ o PR for the California medical license.

—————

e \

D: Certainly. And you know I remember he even thought it would not be good for the
Study Group and then for--we all knew that the Study Group would become a society
or an institute, you know. But he thought it waould not be good for this society
whigh didn't yet exist if a non-medical analyst was ing-ee®1 the Education Com-

.pitteerer-in,_gnu-kaawu Well it became quite different later, you know, after all,
we are now three lay training analysts: Hanna Fenichel, David Brunswick, and me--
% oh, four--Ekstein, you know, and nobody made any objections.

K: Did Simmel have any discomfort about being an analyst without a medical licensef?

D: Not very much. UNot very much. I know, I know that somebody, I don't recall who,
somebody in the group objected to his signing something with doctor, Ernst Simmel,
you know, because, he said, in ZmErizam America you are not a doctor. Of course,
that must have bothered him. But he didn't talk much about that. He was bothered
by something else much more. You know he worked for years and years, mostly

together with David Brunswick, in preparation of a sanitarium. Something like Schloss-

Tegel, you know, and he--oh, he looked at many places to rent or to buy them you



D:

K:

o
know, amé-te-de---and then the war came and everything was out then. He didn't
like that at all, he was rather unhappy about it.
Apparently his sanitarium in Germany had been very scientificadlly successful, and
attracted ®e much attention, didn't it?
Oh, yes, very much so. You know, his idea was that everybody who worked there
should have been analyzed, even the nurses, even the janitor, everybody.
I also recall reading that it was a favorite place with Freud, who would visit
there and would tzke—whe®T_z vacation there.
Yah, he spent, as far as I know, two summers in Tegel. It was a lovely place. You
know a huge park with several buildings and a very nice lake. That is where I met
Freud for the first time.
Tell me about your first meeting with Freud. I ikm think that's very important and
interesting. What was the occasion'auﬂa.-:ﬂ%
Well, that came--) (obsewrsd)--I worked in Tegel mwmrydzy every day, analyzing the
patients there, and I had heard something that Freud had come and lived there in
Simmel's housé in Tegel; but I didn't know, I didn't know the details, and once in
our--in the lunch pause, I walked with Simmel through the park, and suddenly he said,
"See, down there Freud is coming; but please, I know that he doesn't like to be talked
to when he is in deep thought," and so on. Of course w; greet him, but don't make
any talk; but he came and he stopped when he x saw us and went to Simmel, shook
hands with him, and looked at me and Simmel introduced me, and so he said, "Oh,
I've heard of xk you fromf-I don't know now--from whgT and we had a short talk there
in the park, you know, standing omebles-at the lake; but mm= nothing very deep or
impressive, and that was my first meeting him.
What was the year, go you remember?
When was I in Tegel? Wait a minute--I was there from 3@xx3@xamebx¥3@x '30--'30 and

'31 for almost two {@ears, so it must have been at that time.

You implied that yQu have had other mma occasions to visit and talk with Freud?
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Well, before I went to--to the United States, there was a meeting--there was a
meeting in Vienna--I come from Vienna originally, I was born in Vienna--and so I
went to Vienna to this meeting, and one day Dr. Lampl, Jeanne Lampl, T01d me that
Freud had asked her to tell me that he would like to meet me, and of course, you
can imagine that I was not only surprised but very pleasantly surprised and so I
made an appointment and visited kim him; and we had about an hour talk; he wanted
to know about Prague, you know I had founded the group in Prague by then, and he
wanted to know also what my main interests were--I told him clinical work and then
I was very much interested in sublimation., And he said, "Well, what are your ideas
about sublimation?" and I told him a little hesitatingly because I didn't yet know
whethker I was quite right, w and when I had finished, he said, "Well, you know,
everything you said is already in my books or articles." I said, "Yes, I know that;
kukxx but it is---§ how do you say that in English--"it is not put together. There
is one remark in your paper about instincts and their vicissitudes, there is another
remark in some other paper, and so on, but I thought it would be good to pﬁt them
together." The main idea was that only pregenital libido can be sublimated and not
genital libido. #&nd he said, "Well, there is nothing that I would contradict in
what you said.™ And of course I was very happy about that. He was very nice, and
I'1l I never forget the place where he lived in one of the §uberbs of Vienna., There

was a large terrace--

» you looked down on the garden, and
there was a huge tree. Do you know what a catalpa is?

" the summer.

There was a huge catalpa in full & bloom, and I scarcely have seen any plant more

.1
y Berpedrossed f
Are you desc?}?lngrhls famous home Aau-

<

beautiful than that.

Oh, no.

don®d, One of the suberbs. No, I don't recallﬁ& I know the--I know the street mss-.-
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Sma&se, but I don't remember in which department of Vienna that was. 7You
g AL L 8
know I never was in the ses. Maybe because I lived so far from that place.

K: This is very good, everything you have lsaid so far, mucheef-it~uesy new to me, @l

ST

K: &s’a in its detail and rmirkmExs richness——---

D: I want to tell you one thing. A few months ago I met socially, I was to some
birthday party of a friend of mine, and there was 2 lady when I saw her I knew that
I knew the 4wk face, but I had no idea who she was. But she came up to me and said,
#rex Mrs. Deri, don't you remember me?" and I said openly, "No, I don't. I know
that I know you, but I don't know from where." "Oh,"she said, "for years I was the
secretary for Ernst Simmel." I think three or four years skemwas before Diana
Howard. And I have her address. Maybe she knows some things.

s Bote Fautacd

D: “The name theny she married since then, Jer-name—then—waswswatt—a-mIMTtE, her name

r' now 1s Picard., I have her address somewhere here,

Di——HNoy=she=was-never-Simmells-seeretaryemshe-vas-in-the~Inetitule, But I can.find-ehe

wpamey—Ii-cemr-find-her-addressy-and-if-you-uwant. me to, I can-sive-your-HeEraddresss \ "
N

Newy—itls-nei~heres But I don't know whether she knows anything, you know, that

is of value to you, but it's possible, I-heve—her—zddress—here—somewherc—-1 lnow
how the-peper-locks.uhere.lwrote. it down, but it's not herg, T@%

. K:-—""‘&U’.— o o

ek

TDr—Tnd after that I'll-=you know, I don't know he
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I have done some verbal interviewing before we developed the use of these machines,
and I had one hour with Diana Howard more than a year ago; but now I plan to go
back and of course with this machine, which gives us so much more material. I
Simmel was very satisfied with her. I know he said repeatedly that she's an
excellent secretary.
Diana had previous experience in Chicago, I believe employed at the Psychoanalytic
Institute.
In Chicago?
Did you ever know that?
No, I didn't.
One of the big chapters of our local history is the business of the Split. If you
have some comments that you would like to add, by all means I'd be very happy to
hear what you have to say about the Split.
Well, you know the main things. You know, rather soon it became clear that there
were some members, then members, with whom it was very difficult to wark, very
difficult; and the worst was not May Romm, The worst was Judd Marmor. Judd=MzTeoT
and whart-wes-the—nane-—ef-Lheothen-onet—Carsor ¥ Carlsonr
Mitlept—a £>H N
Miller wasn't very easy either and also Norman Levy. But I--I xmkEx remember that
once, --yah, that was Judd Marmor who said, "Why all this talk about chldhood and

childhood sexuality? That's all nonsense."--You know, and dS«havesess U APl

L
like a blow to hear that from a—bwetming-analyst. But that was the trend, you know,
and May Romm took that up, you know, gradually trying to undermine the main things
in analysis, yow<emew; for instance the importance of =i childhood and of

ot G eAn
childhood neurosis,.yeus=lenovw; and of the-e } /all that in later life;
v

and from what I hear from other sources, she is still that way. But then when the
Split then came, I know, Miller was the first one who said right away, "Then rather

a split." I remember the meeting where he said that, and I was glad.
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K: You once told me how you may have upset Miller when he first came to Los Angeles

and introduced himself to you} I-forget-~the—exact-details,. bubsee-- \F/

“Dr——fdomrtt-recailwhat-you-aecan.
»#:  You told me that you didn't place him exactly zZs—e-pssyeheamm¥yst and asked him if he
were the analyst, or something to that effect; and he took offense at it.

Dyl - - ‘L

< Do you recall-now? 7

D:  Very-wa@Eitiym #ery vaguely and you know I didn't mean it as an offense, but after
all the name Miller is very--is not a rare name, you know, and I didn't know whether
he was the same Miller from whom I had read some papers. But it is funny, these
people from the other group and I know that there are some very good ones among
them, too, these people who were members of our group befere before the Split--
they are all so very sensitive to something they take for offensive. I remember
on the firste--the day that, what's his name--Grotjahn arrived there was a meeting

r in my house on Plymouth and he came and we greeted each other and I said, "You know,
the last time I saw you," I was a very good friend of his father, "The last time
I saw you, you were a little boy." And he said, "Nice weather today, isn't it?"
And he talked about the weather and about, I don't know,-m. He didn't want
to be reminded that once he was a little boy. This is what I mean, you know, they
are so ready to be offended.

K: Grotjahn was from Berlin?

D: Yah, His father was there a very wellknown, how do you call thatﬁEnglish?F;
perhaps you call it social hygiene, or something like that, you know, and he was
the top man in this part of medicine. And I know that I once was at his father's--
we talked about something and suddenly the door opens and a little boy came in.

“What-else Ts=bhewe !
Kt~ David-Brunswick-last-wesk-showsd me & couple-of “very-interesting old proframe; ~oRe~

“*from 1936 x which was the Freud E0th birthday celebrations.the-other-as-1939y-thom .

s Wreud Memorial meefing.
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D:  '“*907—Ghmor s Well -maybes —TaH.

;1”' On eaeh pmgrm*ycu‘”aﬁ""eared as a _SpegkEre=
ut

Wit rirgt-me?
¥ 3 O36y=-waemtt=thet=tHE OCcCasion Of Ireud's Sotir-bimbhdess

m-n—_.‘*i'(‘%;i*-i—*hﬁg A :q:' .

D: Oh, yah, om d I rave a2 papers . L.canli-pemember=——__ in some organiz Nee

, ¥, oonde 'm.

(welly.oms Fmdw?)

some committed--T pave-a-paper-on- - But ¥karbhat.was..so long

apoy FouU ¥now. A quarter of a century ago™so-that T don*t~reesll Very much about

it anymores ¥ But the other; what was-the other that you mentioned? -

y (T

Di YER T wesnli-thepee—tor—HoyE-Wasn li-there e —i-thought—the—tetterss-there were
( some letters--from Freud to Simmel, and I bought them and gave them to the Insti-
tute. They are there.. And-I-kmow that-at-this-Memorial.meeting, Souebodyy.l-domtt™"

know whoy. took them . to.the.

Chicago; ~wasmht It

—'5""“"'-5-—--.-.7

,__-99*
D: And they told me that Jones was very much interested in these letters. And you

know these letters--do you know the story, the history of these letters?
K: Not very exactly.

D: You know there are people who rummage through the dumps, you know?

second~-hand book stores?

D: No, no. There are places where at that time‘everythlng that was throwm out, y.an-inuw,
trash, was dumped in, and there are people who look at thesex things whether there
is anything valuable; and one of these people found a folder with these letters, anda

r he brougf*rthem to this book store on La Cienega, I forgot the name, you know what

I mean.
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K:

il thve
Yes, I know the store.
And he phoned me whether I would be interested in them, and so I bought them.
This is a collection of quite a few letters written over a period of ymx years?
Oh, yes, yes. Some are really letters, handwritten, and some are just postcards
with 5 or 10 words, you know. I have no idea who dumped them there. I guess
Mrs. S5immel--she was that way.
You mean even knowing that they were Freud's Imkmrx letters?
Maybe she did that after Simmel's death. That's possible, I don't know when it
was--yah, it must have been after his death. Well, that's about all I can tell
you.
Well, this is very good, what you have told me. We have been talking here for
about an hour,
Yah.

One of the first meetings I attended was at the old nursery school--

F. i e Saaat _k"‘

‘¥ ile, on Rossmore-p
‘b Yany-Rossmorey—bthatds~Vine - -
~Kr—¥es;—¥es==thai-ie-pight;-they—are-about the same.

K:

D:

K:

D:

When Alexander was here in '45 or '46--
Yes, I remember--
It was a very heated meeting--

Oh, yes--Fenichel talked and the discussion--

Lok You remember.ibalscelhdee
woDfsiah, I remember that I thought that I had never seen Fenichel so aggressive.

You knew Alexander, did you, in Europe? S

Oh, yese Oh, yes, he taught in the Berlin Institute when I was in training. I
always told him he should learn German, you know, his German was terrible.

Meaning he was native of--- 1



D:

K:

D:

f.n
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Yah, he was a Hungarian; and his German was so terrible that sometimes it was very,
very difficult to understand him. But he was a good teacher.

Yes, and a man of great vigor, although later with a-geeat many controversial
Yhwwrk theoretical ideas.

But you know you asked me about conflicts between Simmel and Fenichel. I don't

recall any but between Fenichel and Alexander there was always some friction, always.

Friction on a theoretical level? . /:Zz ~iﬂjté/f;/>

L

Yah, yah, mostly on theory. (obscured--tape ending) I sent hlmAan

affidavit. He was one of the-EE%;;EBne people that I brought out of Germany.

He and his first wife.

What had been your relationship with Fenichel xma@ in Europe?

Well, we were frissmx friends. That's about all I can say. We understood each other--
there was another thing, you know, that contributed to this friendship and that was

that we lived in the same street, you know--just--like here with Friedman, you know?

M g
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And very often when he k& had given a course in the Institute and I had listened to
a course in the Institute, we went home together, you know. Yah. I'm conscious of
the fact that I can't tell you more but I really can't; You know I--before you
came I didn't know what you would be interested in, otherwise I could perhaps

[\ R Sp— &@G‘Wmﬁo}---thought about it some more.
Oh, again I repeat that what you have told me is excellent for our purposes. 1
suggest that we stop now or shortly and for me to think and perhaps for you to
think, is there more that we would like to have by way of amplification.

Yah, I khow what you mean; and if something occurs to me that should be all means
be put in, you know, then I'll let you know.

Very good. All ¥x right, thank you Mrs. Deri so very much for your time and

patience. 5 \\3
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