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ouster of Ernst Simmel did not have thq\gf?ecte effectaftis 7%ﬁb?1¢ﬁbq‘ )

The "recent advancists"did not find it smooth sailing in
th-ir attempts to introduce what they liked to call "flex-
ibie® techniques into the training/MXN¥HKY methods,Since
they were unable to change the rules which were,anyway,laid
down and fixed by this time by the Board 6n Profeasional
Stan?ards of the American Psychoanalytic Association they
resoted to ways that gave the surface impression of com-
plying with the standards,but made it possible de facto to
cirgumvent them.This relateéﬂgz'the number of hours of
training analysis per week as well aé:heviations from the
rule of abstinence.Some of these djifferences were,no doubt, based on
honest scientific convictions.But in some instances the
deviations were simplrhgtnfusion and incompetence.in some
other instanc<s the main motivations seemed to be clearly
based on expediencfy and the wish to compromise scientific
principles for more profitable practices, TEIZXHEEX When -
f.i,,the particular analyst insisted that his patient,cand=-
d*“ate or private patient,could not afford so many sessions
per week IX he should have more honestly stated that he, the
analyst# could not afford to see the patient at a reduced fee,
Another "reform" which perhaps more properly should be called
corruption was that some t®aining analysts,in particular
Grotjahn,were wont to circumvent the rule that an applicant
had to_be approved by the E.C.first before he might choose
his,éﬁélyst,by simply telling the applicant during the preli-
minary interviiﬁizhat he found him acceptéble,that he would
be glad to takeAinto analysis,and that he could begin his
anglysis right then and there,
As stated earlier,there were some differences ba-sed on real
scientific convictions.In these cases the insistence of the
majority of the E.C.that the esttablished ¥4X¥¥ technical
rules be maintained led to the accusation,mainly voiced by
Milton Millerythat "academic freedom" was being demolished.
™7t the majority was bound by their "rigidity".Wwhy not
Bs¥ be "flexible" and say that 2 plus 2 equads 5?This would

be more flexible and humen.It also would be more human,accord-
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aceording to May'Romm’to see to it thatyno patient ever 1
leave his session unhappyS”

It is obvious that the teachings by people con-

_ised like th.@;(and the contradictions that confronted

tge students in their classes with teachers of such oppos-
ing views created a great deal of bewilderment and 668 un—
desirable conflicts in the students.All this was,of course,
sharpened by the atudents apuxey treansference ties to

the different training analysts.They were in no position
yet to exercise independent scientific judgment and were torn
{8\40Q M8y by ZNE what they were tought and by their loyalties.

As the years went on the situation became more and more

impossible.This was often stated and discussed,and it was
sometimes said that Eomething should be done,but nobody just

seemed to know what should or could be done.}f‘ %
It became known that the situation in Los Angeles was by no
means unique.It was «nown,f.i.,that similar problems existed
in Philadelphia and in Londond, Here it was the conflict
between the Anna Freud group and the followers of Melanie
-zin that caused trouble.It also became known that EKEFEX
KEd in Philadelphia a split had accurred in the VAT e o
that led to the establishment of two separate sovieties

and institutes.
Finally,early in 1949, E.L, decidéd X% that some action was
inevitable.He did not feel that a complete split-up as in
Bhiladelphia was the best solution.This for several reasons,
For one,he felt that such a split would be a very hard thing
to take for the candidates.For another, just because he be-
lieved that EE#E of the conflict was due to honest scien-
tific conviL%%ggé that ought to be taken seriously and not
Just squelched,a solution that would wewdd be tolerant of
deviant views within reason would be preferable.He had by
then learned of the way the L&ndon analysts nad tried to
solve their problem.Their solution consisted of the creation
of two subgroups within one andthe same institute.This

e.. sled the two groups to give courses independently,accord=

ding to their convictions, together with some joint courses,

Utilize here,or from here on

by Kandelin on the "split
May 13,1962,

Through correspondence ?i
in those groups E.L.obtain
of information about thes
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E.L,corresponded with a number of people about

This would,ong the one hand,i:
satisfactory standard of
and,on the other,allow the
opposed Such standards,to

thd'; matter in order to get as much information as
possible of what had been done (Katz,Phila,M,Ruben,london).
He came to the conclusion that the best MEIMEXSHX remedy
for the ailin %;A.Institute would be what he called the

their ideas freely,and ¢

"London Plan" ;§ing arrived at this view he then procéﬁed serve the unfity of the ]

to prepare such a solution.He AXEAXKHEDTHKXEHFRXKERX
kney/that it would be necessary to also have the backing o

get the E.C,to take stej

a sufficient number of members of the Psychoanalytic
Society to reorganize the Institube.He was sure of
cettain members of the E.C,as to where they stood,
not,though,sure enough of whether there would be a
majority in favor of his planned proposals.He did

not know;QhHé@ki,hdd many of the members of the Society

would decxde.Therefore,he roceeded carefully and method-
Ty dae e

ically by approaching thsﬂ?nalysts Teaduatdy;The first | ¢
Ah 1

one with whom he discussed his plan was David B?Aﬁr’étxgﬁk

agreed instantly.From then on more of those who were

likely to follow were taken into confidence,partly by

individual interview,,later by a number o§4méEEEHEETJiﬁgftﬂiléféij
FREBE/RELLIRES YR/ Lo /B4 /e 0t [nA hphbdd/ S 11 EL A LY/

Out of town members,as Charles Sarlin,had to be con-
tacted by phone when the time was ripe, XXXiEEXHBEEEKN-
AXFXAAZEXXY, Finally,around the end of 1949 a sufficient
number of colleagues was rounded up,and,just as im—

portant,a sure majority within the E.C.was established. The majority within the E.C. was se

—— '_..-\ when Charlie Tidd to whom !
( Proceed from here,(again) with Kandelin's memo.) son had explained the plan d
to narrate the sequence of events through the to stay with the group consi:
split). % J;;:/“ ‘BrunsTick,Deri,Greenson and
e 3\

S R
; We must assume that CWT was §aced with a ¢
> which was difficult to resolve; jnamely ong the on

his opposition to the policy of the "old" fraction to acce
analysts as membersjon the other hand,belng in agreement

. "old" fraction in respect to the principles of training an

\ scientific concepts.He decided in favor of the latter. This

\\ a period of suspense and enabled the group to go ahead A3
M’mg 1811 a

S —— e ar————
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which was difficult to resolvejnamely ong the one hand
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