L0S ANGELES PSYCHOANALYTIC SOCIETY (History Committee)

# Dr. Charles Tidd interviewed by Dr. R. J. Stoller. 6/11/62
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Well to start off with, I came to Los Angeles first in 1932, and

during that summer I was waiting for an sppointment at the hospital

in San Diego for an intermeship. During that summer I met Dave

Brunswick for the first time. As I recall I heard about Tom Libben

at that time, but I think I didn't meet him that summer. I talked

to Dave about psychoanalysis in which I was interested but since I

still had to do the interneship, I certainly didn't make any definite
Personal

plans although I did talk to him about the idea ofht.nﬁling apalxsia.

W as he and the Libbens the only people (T. 'I think so.!) -L:-?:; :-'i'gnalysis?

Yes I don't think there were any others. There were some other people

Adlerians I think, but I didn't know them at all.,

Atlerians? What is that?

You know the followers of Adler.

(ILLUMINATION) Oh Adlerians! I thought you said "ALt,

No Adlerians., As a matter of fact, also an interesting thing just

in passing, the woman who was in charge of social work at the Child

Guidance Clini.é —/‘f - had been a patient of Otto Rank and during that

summer she invited Otto Rank out and had a cocktail party for him, and

I met him, togedher swibl I imagine Dave was there I'm not sure.

This is in 1932,

He seemed a very pleasant person., I didn't really know very much about

the whole set-up at that time, except that I did know that he had broken

away from Freud. And I heard sort of gossip about how he had worked

expecially with social workers in Philadelphia. He had quite a big

following among social workers. I came back to Los Angeles after

having done my interneship and a year at Mennimger's, and to start
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my analysis with Simmel. That was in 193L4. At that time there wasn't
anything in the way of organised training as we know it now, but I'm
quite certaln that the Study Group had been formed already or was in
process of being formed especially with Simmel here and Dave, and I
think the Libbens.

In those days was there any criterion for training like there are now?
No. It was a question of one person knowing another, and having some
knowledge of what had happened in == by way of training, by way of
personal psychoanalysis, also in Europe.

So if Simmel were to say you were acceptable, then that would be
enough for the American (T.!'That's right.') and for the Intermational.
So they didn't need the Institute set-up - ? - .,

During the next two years, I had very littls to do with the Study
Group because I was in analysis. I may have gone to one or two sort
of open meetings, but nothing in the way of serious study in -- or

seminars, or that sort.

—

Then at the -- in 1936 my analysis was interrupted and -- by mutual

—

consent and with the understanding that I would continue with trainix;g,

and about that time I was invited back to Menninger's where I went in
1936. And while there I did controls both at Topeka and back (T00
FUZZY TO GET) for two years. Then I came back to Los Angeles in 1938.
By this time Fenighel had come -~ I should say the Fenichels had

come -- and the Study Group wa:s well organised. I think some of the
pleasantest memories I have are of the seminars in that period between
1938 and 1942 when I went away ‘to the Service, There was a feeling of
development and worth (?) and construct&l:re study that was just first-
rate. I remember especially the seminars %.th Fenichel who was

certalnly one of the very best teachers I ever had; just outstanding.



- % -

tinnew suedd omid dadsr 32 L JEQI nd sew dedT JTemmiC dd’v ~lm lngce wm
sl Jud (wor §E word sw g8 geinlsyd besimeswo Yo yew sffd i Tidymas
i pew wo yheerls basrsod need bed quotd vhudl edd farld oledus adiop
I bes .oval brs syod fempd€ ddbe wilatoagze h-v«mﬂxé& 7 A -w = 00T
JBasdel, ack Sobad

™wors ovs owardd oifl uniniewd 10 nolmadlito yns everdd asw el o ordd ol
oioe znfved hne | gsddons aniwors! nogveq eno To maldesyp o pew T oM
To yeaw vd L uriniand fo vewgd = nl benegaed Rsd dscw T o salwam]
wogosn® nt ozls . slevisnecr =a {srozrsg

ad hivow #pdd nedd  efdedgecos etew soy Y&k of gwaw [owmml™ 1 of

Jecoifamisdnl adid e hae (Y.ddeit atdedTr.T) auolwemd orfd o duymone

o« = ¢ ~ qgu=doe sfuildenl edd bsea Jiovlih v of

hud€ add didw ob od effdll ynev bed I . e%ueey owd Jron o oniud
dwce owd 10 ean ot enmop sved ywem I aa;teﬂam al gew 1 ceveo ! quosd
g0 -« b ybude evolise Yo yaw efd nl gelddon Jud anniicom o0 %o
sarieg Jedd 2o Coranimse

Itudom ¢ == hae hedou'riedni zew alaylass ym OCQL Al —- o8¢ ‘o padT

conintand dod wennldnos blvew I dadd mnihpedeashau edd dibr nn ‘noanca
i fnew I ousdy a'aanctnned o) dogd Bedlvad eaw I endd &=70 §r udn Dine
007) doed hne sileqoT dz died slondmos HIb 1 swedd sflde hn!  ACQS
LGERI af aalaunk 20] of soed emeo I pedT .avesy owd oY (V0 ¢ LA
herd afsfdoias™ odd wae blwode I -~ amdo hed fedeioe™ oo oJds

o Yo smop Anidy I (bepinepio Ilsw ?.ﬂ' quol bt et Tnim e~ omon
ageswded bolwsg Jad) ol ezankmee adi Yo ous sved I peliomem Jtalionealg
Yo prifost o zew agedT . aofywel 'é:riiﬂ* of yeus dmew T methy 800 fu- BERX
~Jewll Jemt eew Jadd ybude s:;t_&:am;r&mo bae (%) divow bns Jaserolsveb
eew orfw ladsinay ﬁ.ﬂ% axsnimsg ord vLiginages wadmor-x ©  ,adev

sanibpsdaduo deni ihed wove T evsrdased dusd vyev odd o s i indes



- R.S.

I.

R.S.
T.

R.S.

T.
R.S.

T.

-3

Did he carry the main burden of teaching in those days or was Simmel -
Yes. Well Simmel (OVERIAPPING VOICES) -- Simnmel also contimued ==
was an important teacher and a good teacher, but I think that Fenichel
spent more time at it. I think he was more active in the teaching than
anybody else.

While I was away in the Service from '42 to '46 the formation of
the Socliety up in San Francisco occurred. Before that I had been a
member of the Topeka Soclety -- had been made a member. When I got
back sbout Jammary of 1946, I found that -- I've forgotten -~ exactly
vhen did Fenichel die?
In Jamuary LS.
Yeh. I was going to say when I returned everybody that had been here
when I left was still here, and there were quite a few new people,
people who had come out from the War, who were in the Service.
Fenichel's death was a great shook. I remember having felt such
conti:med and increased admiration for him in connection with his
decision to take an interneship. I had been a little surprised to
hear that he had done it, but as I say I was pleased and admired
him for it.
Was he the only one? Did anyone else in the same situation do it?
I have never heard --
I don't know anybody else, no.
Alexander didn't, Grotjahn didn't, lewy didn't. Why did Fenichel
do that?
I don't know. He had made this decision while I was away - ? - ,
The next thing was that Dr. Simmel called a meeting of the people
who had been here before, plus the people who had come during the War
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and planned to stay. And I'm not sure at all that I can recall, in
fact I don't know when that meeting was held, but I would guess in
February or March of 'L6. This was a sort of a plamning session for
the setting up of the Society.

R.S. Would this have happened independently of Fenichel's death or did
that precipitate it?

4 Oh I'm sure it would have happened had Fenichel lived. I feel cer-
tain it would have,

R.S. It didn't come any sooner. E

T No, no, I don't think so, (LONG SILENCE). As I recall, some of
the new people who were included in that meeting were Van der Heide,
Milton Miller. I think Normah Levy was there. These in addition to
the people who had been here earlier. Dr. Simmel was definitely
chairman of the meeting and it was he who carried all the plans --
suggested plans and carried them through, about the formation of
the Socliety. When was the Society actually formed do you know?

R.S. I don't remember,

o I can find out by looking -- (SOME ACTIVITY FOR SOME KIND OF A
SEARCH).

R.S. . I thought it was 'L7 but that's a guess.

B. Now this first meeting may have been just a preliminary. It took

time to get the thing -~ In fact I'm sure it would have to go to
the American - ? - ., (THE SEARCH APPARENTLY CONTINUES IN A LONG
SILENCE BROKEN BY) Well this doesn't give the dates of the founding
of the societies. It gives just the dates of the founding of our
Institute, Now wait a minmute -- yes it does. Well the Institute

was founded in 'h6, so I'm sure the Society was founded before then.
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(MORE SILENCE)At the early meetings for the organising and then after
the Society was formed, the question of lay analysts came up, was
always present. On the one hand the lay analysts were afraid that --
or seemed to be afrald, that they weren't going to be treated properly,
and on the other hand there's no question but that some of the medically
trained people were concerned that the lay analysts would want to con-
tinue training. I think that the lay analysts had definitely accepted
the situation that had been worked out in 1938 in the American, and I
don't think there was anyone who really seriously felt that the training
of lay analysts would continue.

Had it?

After 1938? Not that I know of. It may be that some lay people had
continued to get some kind of training in connectlon with working with
children but certainly not on any large scale. As a matter of fact
having been away four years during the War I had not kept in close
touch with what was going on so I don't really kmow anything about
that, A1l I know is that the San Francisco Soclety (VOICE DROPS OUT
OF HEARING). And I think I was never included as a member of the

San Francisco Society. I think my membership contimmed in Topeka

and then when the er --

Right through the war.

Yes, I'm pretty sure that's correct. Somewhere there's a directory
of the charter members of all the Societies but I don't see them in
this directory. But anyway I'm sure I was a charter mémber of the
Topeka Society first and then of the Los Angeles, but I think not

of the San Francisco. Well! At any rate, after the Society was
formed and accepted by the American - ? = , then the Institute
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here was formed and it seems to me that I had an office in one or the
other, perhaps even both., At any rate I do know this that everybody
was most concerned about setting up the training, and in the first
two years I spent an awful lot of time on a lot of work connected
with\getting the Institute a tax-free status. I also spent a lot
of time getting the Institute recognised as a training facility
so that the people who had been in the Service could get GI benefits,
You know Bob I believe -~ cut it off will you?

(THIS INTERVIEW APPARENTLY ENBS HERE.

R.S. RETURNS TO THE RECORDING MERELY
TO ANNOUNCE THE DATE, 6/11/62.)
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10S ANGELES PSYCHOANALYTIC SOCIETY (History Comittee)

™ Dr. Charles Tidd interviewed by Dr. R.J. Stoller. 3/1/63

#.T. Well my contacts started in 1932 when I met David Brunswick., I was here
for the summer waiting for an interr#ship. And during that summer I
happened to meet him and I remember being interested in him and I'm .
sure he said something -- In fact I remember discussing rather super-
ficilally the possibilities for the development of some kind of psycho-
analytic set-up here in Los Angeles,

}.S. Were you interested inanalysis?

c.T. Oh yes.

R.S. As far back as '32.

c.T. Oh I had gone into the medical school with the idea that I was primarily
interested in psychoanalysis. And had helped set up the extra-curricular
seminar which I think I told you about - ? = medical school which
Blitz‘}\‘.en ran. I knew at the time in 1932 that I had other things to
do and I certainly wasn't making any definite plans although I was
thinking strongly about settling in Los Angeles eventually. One
other thing I was thinking about in connection with e arly days, sort
of on the side, but someone invited Otto Rank out to Los Angeles and
I remember going to a cocktail party and meeting him, and it was
interesting. He seemed to me a nice enough person and I think a
little bit subdued and as I recall that at that time he was living
in Philadelphia and working principally with social workers.

R.S, This was after all the break-up with Freud had occurred.

% Right. I imagine Dave Brunswick was there. I can't remember for sure
whether momixM I met Margrit Munk that summer or not. If so she
would have been Margrit Libben then. At any rate I left in September

to0 do my interneship down in San Diego and then the following year
went to Menninger's for the first year there. And it was during
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the time in Memminger's that first year, that I made definite plans
to come back here for the personal analysis which I did. Because in
the meantime I heard that Dr. Simmel had-returned: ... bad come out
here. So I came out emd=epme~ in '3l and started working with him
and continued through '3L, '35 and the end of '36. At that time in
the meanwhile, Mrs. Derl had come out and there was very definitely
the nucleus for the Psychoanalytic Study Group. I think this had been
more or less formally started before I came in '3l, but I remember
that T went to an occasional meeting not to all, but then later after
I'd made some progress in my own analysis -- I went to see Mrs., Deri
for some controls. Then in about the summer of '36 I was invited to
go back to Topeka and decided to accept with the idea that I could
get some of my controls there and some in Chicago. So that for the
next two years I worked in the Clinic there.

Were you one of the c%mnuters?

Yes. I did controls in Topeka with Karl and with people up in the
Institute in Chicago -- controls ?ﬂyﬁﬂ seminars. Then finally I
decided definitely to move to lLos Angeles, and we came out in 1938.
Now by this time quite a few other people had come: Otto Fenichel, er
was here. Hanna Fenichel. Several others and the Study Group was

a good deal more active than it had been when T had been here before.
Or at least I was able to participate to a nm‘c% greater extent. From
138 until the time I left in August '42 to go into the Service we

had regular meetings of the Study Group and seminars. The one I
remember best is the one with Fenichel which I think is one of

the greatest educational experiences I've ever had.

What was it 1ike? What was he like?

Well Fenichel was such a remarkable teacher. He was so clear and so
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lucid and it was so obvious that he knew what he was talking about.
It seems to me that he had a tolerance for people who didn't know.
That was unmusual too. I think I mentioned to you before, when I
first started in his seminar I remember getting together for the
first meeting and we discussed in general what we were going to do,
what we were going to cover. And almost as an aside he pointed out
that as far as he was concerned that a group of people who had a
common interest were getting together to discuss the subject, ask
questions and the thing that really pleased me, he _gaj_.d that no
question is too naive. (SLIGHT LAUGH). j.s(;faras organisaticnal
matters are concerned, Dr. Simmel early had mtarted making plans,

first about the establishment o‘f a sanitarium that would be run

sv/che aypa,]rYLf'{, f)l‘inc i ,/" /-.95,
omn “B?%EH:EBI‘B). I remember being actively interested and at one
the

point there was -- Xkoms thought we would be given some land over
on the o:bher gide of San Fernando Valley, somewhere out near
Olivf.lﬁ‘/;/g{pSanitarium with the idea that we might set up a psycho-
analytic sanitarium over there. Dr. Simmel also, I think it was
he principally, who made the arrangements for contact with a group
of analysts in San Francisco, and as I recall the first -- well
we had several meetings -- I remember meetings up there in San
Francisco -- I remember especially a meeting in Ojai, I'm not sure
in which year it was, I would think, 'LO, perhaps Spring of 'l1,
and it may be just (GENIALLY) the pleasure in thinking about "the
good old days", but I thj_nk-there is a good deal of evidence that
those meetings were _most_productive. T don't remember -- well I
do remember one specific subject at a meeting in San Francisco on
"Sleep Disturbances" where this f ormed the principal theme of a

seminar.
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R.S. Perhaps some of your pleasure might have come from a small group of

pecple who knew each other.

C.T. That's part of it.
R.S. That's just gone now.
C.T. That's right. As a matter of fact, there were some difficult situations.

There was the whole question of lay analysis.

R.S. That early?
C.T. Oh yes, yes. And there were people who held quite different opinions
about it. Tn 1938, the American Psychoanalytic after a good deal of
minimum
discussion, set down the mmim rules for training and this included

iw Yhe S,
the rule that no more lay people would be trained ,@ere And this

-- at least for me, made it uncomfortable to a certain degree, be-
cause I agreed with the American Psychoanalytic rules M , and this
doesn't mean that T didn't have a great respect for the people who
were lay a.naljrsts that I knew -- not all of them. F_oz:[example Itve
been pretty well indoctrinated about Thomas Libben and I think per-
haps what I saw and heard sbout him influenced me and furthermore
I decided -- worked it out on my own , that a medical background
was the better way. Well my contact with analysis in Los Angeles
was definitely interrupted when I went into the Service in '}2.
When I came back the ea;ly pat of 'L6, there were quite a few
analysts whom I hadn't known who had settled here, or who were
planning to settle here, and in the meantime the Society had been
set up, I believe in San Francisco --

R.S. First in Topeka.

C.T. That's right, that's right. I had been made a member of the Topeka
Society before I came to Los Angeles and when I came here those people
who were qual.ified were also members of Topeka, then during the war

the San Francisco Society was set up. Now I was away then and hadn't
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R.S.
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anything to do with that and I think I was not made a member of the
San Francisco Soclety.

So you were a member of Topeka till you came back after the war,
That's right. And early in 'L46 Dr. Simmel called a meeting at his
house, including er -- oh I don't know -- I imagine 8 or 10 people,
some of whom had been here before and some who had more recently
arrived. And it was a meeting called to organise the Psjchoanalytic
Society., There were emough qualified analysts here to do that, and
in the next few months it was accomplished. I would imagine, I'm
guessing now -- I think the approval for the Society c ame from fhe
American Psychoanalytic at the meeting in May of 'L6. And then,
very soon after that or perhaps even simultaneously Dr. Simmel
started making plans for the organisation of the Institute. I'm not
certain of the exact date of the start of the Institute but I think
-- do ¥ __ou happen to know? Was it '47?

T don'd recall., It was either 'L6 or the beginning of ‘L7, but

the Sﬁdy Group continued on as a separate organisation for a while,
That's right. And from the beginning there was question as to what
the relationship

weckiraetatien of the Study Group to the Society and Institute
would be. It finally ended as you know by the Study Group being
absorbed and becoming pretty much the extension division of the
Tnstitute. With the formation of the Institute, I don't remember
all the details but I had an office of some kind which er -~ I
believe it was Secretary-Treasurer, in which I know that a good
deal of my time was taken up with organisational matters. It was
gomething I was interested in doing but, again in retrospect it
seems to me that I might very well have spent too much time in it.
But at any rate the Institute was organised and we began to get
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candidates for training. The pleasant, informal atmosphere that
had been present before the war I think never -- at least I never
felt it after the war, partly I suspect because of the new people
who came in and people didn't know each other quite so well and
then almost from the beginning, well certainly from the begimming
there were differences of opinion regarding analysis and partic- f
ularly about training. ‘Now these differknces were the differences
that later resulted in the Split, and for our purposes now -- as
far as my account is concerned all I'm going to say is that I
think there isn't any question but that there were personality
differences, but beyond that I think that there was a fundamental
differencefin the -- as to the question of -~ in the first place,
Just what is psychoanalysis? and perhaps more important regarding
how psychoanalysts should be trained. And again and in a purely
personal vein, my feeling about it was that experimentation in
psychoanalysis, fine; but experimentation in teaching T felt should
be done very very carefully and certainly not on an individual
basis, I felt that any innovation or change with reference especially
to the personal analysis should be done if at all, very very carefully ;
and the whole question of the number of meetings per week and so
forth which I think really was an oversimplification, rezlly stood
for some fundamental differences concerning the way in which analysis
should be done and particularly training analyses.

R.S. The number of hours a week was not as critical as the attitude --

C.T. That's right!

#» R.S. == was trylng to be expressed at.

Cc.T. Exactly. That's right. This whole matter had been very strongly
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m influenced by the Chicago Institute Group and I felt that their
attitude was incorrect. So, over a period of a couple of years
this conflict came out in the open and finally was solved or re-
solved by forming a second Institute. After the Split I had the
feeling that in the Los Angeles Institute there was a much greater
feeling of solidarity. I think in many ways this drew the members
of the Institute, the Training Committee especially, much closer
together, and agaln my attitude was that I felt the Split was
accomplished and it was up to us to give the very best psychoanalytic
training possible.

R.S. There ard still occasional people in our Society and Institute who
0 would question whether it worked out - ? - if we had a Split (?).
C.T. I know! As far as I'm concerned I don't see how therd could have
™ been a.ny other solution at the time.
R.S. Because the pressures under which everybody was living were so terrible.

I don't see how you could continmue having meeting after meeting of
the sért that I've heard there were. (CHUCKLES)

c.T. Oh it was reall&, really impossible. It was certainly interfering
with any productive activity I think on the part of most people.

RIS - & agr =
R.S. What do you think of the solidarity now?
c.T. Well wait (BOTH LAUGH) before I get into that I think}the deaths of

Dr. Simmel and Dr. Fenichel were especially unfortunate coming when
they did. I think if either or both had lived that a great deal of
difficulty would have been avoided. I think that there still would
have been problems with the growth of the Institute. As far as the

Institute is concerned now, of course as you know I haven't really
been active for quite a long time -- but I feel it does tend to
operate on an honest, sodid basis. And I know that there are a great



R.S.

many people who put an asful lot of effort into setting up the cur-
riculum and it's my impression that the curriculum as it was worked
out herd is certainly one of the best in the country. I think that
there have been difficulties in communication among members of the
Training Committee. I think it has been|difficult to settle some
questions, I'm talking about more recent years. As I get older I
wonder if I for one and perhaps others, haven't expected too much of
people who aré analysts, people who were analysed; I'm pretty certain
that I have, in the past. I think that regardless of how good an
analyst or how much analysis any person has had, that therd are still
personalities that may clash with others and may make it difficult.,
In other words they continue to be human beings. I've heard recently
that there's been a good deal of concern about not getting enough
candidates. I personally feel -- Well I'm sorry that there aren't
enough candidates, but I still insist that this is no reason for B
letting down the requirements for admission as a candidate. G{?k%“w‘f "
recently still, or within the past few years thers's been the question
of, should psychoanalysis continue to be taught in Institutes or
should it be brought into the Medical School, and I've keen very much
interested in this. My own, again,personal opinion is that at the
present time it is much better to have psychoanalysis taught in
Institutes. And I think this should continue until there is 2b-
solute certainty that what is taught and by whom would be deter-

mined by people who know something about psychoanalysis. I would
object most strenuously to anybody having any kind of administrative
authority who didn't know a great deal and who hadn't had a good deal
of experience ;;ersonally in psychoanalysis.

What do you think would be the advantages? Suppose the analytic
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training could be autonomous of the university, what would be the
advantages of bringing it in?

C.T. I can't remember the name of the man in Washington who recently wrote
a paper in which he recommended that psychoanalysis be taught in the
university but not inthe medical school, but that it be set up as a

separate department.

R.S. Brodie?
C.T. No,
R.S. There was an article by Gene Brodie who was qudting Kubie or talking

about some of Kuble's ideas.

C.T. No this is 2 man who I believe -=- (THINK PAUSE) == I can't remember
his name. I can look it up. I have a copy of it. In those medical
schools where psychoanalysis is being taught, I think that as long
as the people who are in control continue to be in control, perhaps
i%'11 work out. But I also feel that if in any way the control
passes into the hands of people who really don't know psychoanalysis,
then I think it shojld be stopped.

R.5. - 7 = control, why should it come in in the first place?

Cc.T. Beg your pardon?

R.S. What would be the advantages?

(6, 8 (LONG PAUSE) Well one thinks of a university as a place where subjects

are studied. As a matter of fact I can't think of a.ny specific
advantages. Oh! there is this: I have felt from the very beginning
that it is a mistake to try to teach or learn psychoanalysis as a
part-time activity; namely the idea of having seminars and controls
at night, when people are tired and I feel thi’cj it's such an im-
portant and time-consuming occupation, that it deserves full time,
day-time doing. WNow I recognise perhaps if it were in a university
there would be economic advantages. Maybe it could be done some way.
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But there are a lot of questions of an economic nature;for example
the cost to the candidates of psychoanalysis as it is today.

If you're going into the university you're bringing it into the
residency program.

No, no not as far as I'm concerned (OVERLAPPING VOICES). No it would
be completely ==

This would be separate fromthe Department of Psychliatry.

Not necessarily but it would certainly be separate from the residency
training program.

So some residents might be candidates of course.

That's right. But --

The residency and the candidacy wouldn't be synonymous.

Not at all. In fact even if there were a psychoanalytic division
here now, I still would feel that it would be wise to hold the rule
that we have, that no resident apply for psychoanalytic tralning
until the end of the second year of his residency. Now you know
this is open to discussion. I might be quite incorrect sbout it.
For example I've also had some fantasies about the idea that for
people who have some basis for making a choice earlier, who show

an mﬁerest and who seem to havé some talent, if an arrangement
could be made for such peogk for example while in medical school
could get some personal analysis, I think this would be a great
advantage. I think that such people would get a great deal more

out of their psychiatric residency experience. But as it is now

I feel that it would be much better to keep the residency training
and the psychoanalytic training quite separate.

Oh that's a long way off I should think. There are so many detalls
that would have to be worked out.
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c.T.

R.S.

c.T.

R.S'

C.T.

R.5.

Lt

Well I don't know unless there -=

Yeh, let me ask you something elss, more about the atmosphere, and
Tt've heard this from other people what you were just expressing then.
It used to be when you would have a seminar for exmmple, I presume

it wasn't only Fenichel (C.T.'No.') and his personality but that
there was a -- I don't know whether it's a commitment to analysis

was greater and you were touching on that when you talked sbout the
part-time training, the smallness of the Society and the number of
candidates -~

T think Bob that a part of this difference in the atmosphere had to
do with the feeling before the War. Maybe it had something to do with
the idea of being pioneers. And I think that there were fewer people
who were there for what I would consider extraneous reasons. I think
that after the War a good many people became interested in psychoanalysis
because it became mox:%resgectable , and there was not the same feeling
of interest it seems to me. Now in some of the seminars that I've
seen since the war there was no question about the interest of every-
body concerned. But there wasn't the same -- It was more organised,
more formal, and there was less opportunity I believe givren to give
and take.

Look what happens now at the Society meetings. (CHUCKLES).

Well in this connection I think that there has been difficulty

from thgjgginning in our Society and Institute, in a free exchange
of ideas. This I'm sure is -- There are many reasons for this. It's
partly because of the attitudes that one encounters. Some are much

more articulate than others.,

You know if a hierarchy developes the way this particular one has
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it seems to me you partly have to account for it by the fact thagt
people are satisfied with it, No matter how much open complaining
there is, and there is, and there is great dissatisfaction, Ahere
isn't just superficial corplaining. But if it wasn't the result of
many forces and its imbalance let's say, I don't see how it would
stay that way. I would presume that there are forces from above
among the senior people that keep it the way it is, and forces from
below from the candidates and the junior members that permit it to
stay on this way, or that they don't contribute in any cher way.
It's really a dynamic equilibrium that's ending up with lousy
meétings. It makes almost no difference who the person is who's
presenting or what the material is, you can be pretty sure that

the discussion is going to run in the same form after he's done
talking. (C.T.'Mm~hm.') The same people will say what they have to
say and most of the people in the Soclety are observers and not
pafticipants.

Well that's what I was referring to, Something I think gtood in the
way, 8o that younger people were not encouraged, or made to feel
safe enough so that they could express ldeas.

Is it like this in other cities? I presume that it is similar in
all of them but I haven't been so I don't know.

I don't knowe All I can say is that i.tis different than it used

to be here.

One of the things that has impressed me is that there is no pride
in scholarship, and by that I mean in research interests, or
presenting or writing, or discussing or whatever it is in the Society.
There is within individuals, (C.T.'That's right.') and there's no
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question but that our Society has contributed to the national psycho-
analytic scene in a greatway (C.T.'That's right.') but there's no
pride in it! There's no reason for a younger man to want to get in-
volved in the scholarly aspects of analysis. That they're involved
in practice there's no problem sbout that. That job has been done
very well.

c.T. Yes you're right., It's been more a matter of individual interest. And
T think for = 2 = » Onthe other hand I think our Socliety and Institute
has fostered a feeling of interest in community affairs and has helped
quite a lot.

R.S. T'm not sure that I agree. You would know better than I but my feeling

ig that the community affairs interest among psychiatrists and psycho-

analysts this would have gone along if the Society hadn't done any-
thing. It's just beggjsncwballing with time and I don't know that

the Society hgs anymore than just kinda slid along (LAUGHINGLY) hasn't

been pushed or dragged. Let me ask you --

8.2 Well I think for example/tge Extension Division of the Imnstitute -- it
has varied from time to time -- but a good deal of effort has been

made to work with teachers and social workers and interested lay

people.

R.S. But that's throughout the psychiatric commhnity. Everybody's in-
volved.

c.T. Mm-hm, but I think there is something special in the extension
division,.

R.S. T was going to ask you about something a little d ifferent. What

were the reasons that papers were no longer required, that is for

graduationf I know one good reason is because they piled up, and
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people were not going to spend their lives listening to poorly formed
papers. And I guess (LAUGHING) that's a very good practical reason.

I remember some discussion of this inthe Education Committee meetings,
and I don't know that I can answer. As I look back I think that it's
a mistakevto have dropped the requirement of a thesis, for graduation.
Yes. It could have been handled in some other way besides everybody
having to listen to it. I wouldn't want to go to listen to two of
those a month.

It could have beenhandled by sub-ccmmittee,

It could have been like a doctoral thesis here at the University.
Exactly. I agree. I think it was a mistake to have given it wup.

1 really do. I think that the repercussions of this, we're going

to have to live with for a long time. What we're talking sbout 1is
the meetingx |

Yes. I don't think there is any question about it. From the beginning
of the fonﬁal organisation of the Society and Imnstitute the emphasis
was definitely placed on training and I think it's continued that way.
And I think that scme individuals have been interested in pursuing
vwhatever they could and in writing and in studying, but there has
been except for the special seminars for membdrs, and I haven't kept
touch with them, I don't know how they're going, how well thejr are
attended =~ . Do you kmow?

I just got a call today -- A seminar which probably would never have
created itself but was created because the Americen m=krbommekikwg
sets up a conmittee and Leo was in charge of it (C.T.'Yes.!) that
cammittee, and so then we tried locally here to see what kind of
interest there is in post-graduate education and so on, but ad-
ministering this er -- Forms were sent out for people to express
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whatever interest they had. And then that was boiled down. Another
form was sent out and that was boiled down, and we set up a few
seminars. The boiling process boiled away. An awful lot of people
who were interested but not interested enough really to take part

if it even required sending in a second form, a certain number of
them would in thinking twicedg::i;e:way from it. So anyway from a
huge 1list that somebody had compiled before I ever got here, we got
down to a list of a very few seminars which would have been new |
seminars{| and none of them (UNINTELLIGIBLE). I was just saying

I got a call today that one of the seminars three people did show
up for the initial meeting, and they all decided, aw hell! (LAUBHS)
So it died before it was born.

T think this takes the effort of an individual or a small group of
individuals.

Do you mean to get the seminar going?

That's right to get it going and to keep it going.

Well what it takes -- There are seminars that are going (C.T.'Yes.')
and they are very successful. They started by themselves independent
of amraoﬁe saying, "We ought to have post-graduate education ." They
were people who wanted poségraduate education. They got together
among themselves. They've been doing it for some years. They are
continging to do it. They don't want new people in their group
because they're doing so well. Those are doing grand! and there's
no need for anything except to leave them alone to do.what they
want to do.

Well mgybe that's the better way.

15 -
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And that's the natural development of it. What we're missing here
that apparently they have in other places is er -- you get some
person with the personality and the background and then the intellect
and the reputation, you know like the Kris group. Apparently in

Hew York they have no trouble at all because they get some hot shots
in running it, but in our community where you have no hot shots
(LAUGHING) the Societ‘y gseminar is going and so there isn't that
special pull, If Rapoport. were here we'd have had no question a lot
of post-graduate education going on. If Fgnichel had lived there'd
be no problem. We don't have a person of this sort in our community,
(C.T; {That!s right.!). So it's like trying to beat a dead horse to
produce post-graduate education.

T don't know that this belongs in the record but --, Well I can't

think of anything else.
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