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Hemorandum Pertaining to the 8Split, Based on Material Available in the
Brast lewy Split File

Dictated by Albart Randelin, M.D., May 15, 1962

This file is considersble in bulk, and is very {aterasting for its many
pertinent documents, including correspondence, reports of coumittae
meetings, and various memoranda.

The f£ile extends from early 1949 to mid-1950, and of course spans the
official public announcemont of the split, which oecurred on February 16,
1950,

The first item is dated January 5, 1949, and is a letter to Robert Enight,
referring to tensions among the local members, and particularly to
controvarsy en the issuc of lay analysts, Referemce is made by Doctor Lewy
to tension dating back to the time of the society's organisation, and

the fact that Simmel made certain mistakes {n judgement which led to
subsequent difficulties.

Subsequently Doctor lewy, as Chairman of the Rducation Committee, studied
a plan which ho later proposed with considerable vigor, as a possible
solution to avoiding a split. This was desed upon what he referred to

as the london Plan. 1In the file 13 a report of the London Institute

for the year ending June, 1947, which deseribaes the alterations in

their constitution to avoid a split. Bricfly, a plan was devised vhereby
certain basie courses were comon for all candidates, and then separate
courges, espesially in technique im child analysis, were given by each
of the two dissideat groups, one set of coursea for the Anna Freud Group,
and another set for Mxo. Klein's Group. OCandidates elected cne group

or the other with which to bo identified. Margarete Rubin wrote a letter
from lLondon, dated August 27, 1949, giviang some of the details I refer
to abovea.

Doctor Lewy corresponded vith different people to get information adout /
how controversial matters were handled by other groups. In a letter

dated January 20, 1950, Doetor Kats, of Philedelphia, refers to the !

split which had occurred Shere. He enclosed a ecopy of a long and

detailed letter from Doctor Biddle, in tho nature of a detailed report [ vy e
to Doctor Bdward Beston, about the Fhiladelphia situstion, 7~~~ .
and the split. letter by Doctor Biddle {s eacellent im its detafl, 2/ £l <
and 1s five or six pages long, singlo-spaced, end it occurs to me in : )
some ways serves as a medel for reports on the split which we are
concerned with here, :

In considerable detail, Rducation Committee meotings of Pebruary 2, 1950
and Pabruary 13, 1950 are reported. ' At the first meeting Doctor Lewy \
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proposed his favorite solution, mamely, the Lomndon Plan, versus the split
as had occurred 4in Philadelphia, to “avoid hardship to students".
Basentially, he propesed organisation of the two fastions {ato two
sube-compittces, to oparate in the manner of the Londan Institute, eash
gubegroup to operate {ts owm training program., Miller and Romm eash
felt this was not feasible, and cxpresscd opinions favoring & defianite
split, which weuld result in organization of g sccond Imstitute.

In the meeting of Pebruary 13, 1950, discussion was directed to the
dotails of how to form the sscond Imstitute. Many difficulties were

I} encountered for training amalysts’ need to apply to the Batiocmal orxgani-
" zationj the matter was then referved to the Board on Profcasional

Standards, and final approval would be voted by a mail vote of the
necpdership at large.

To facilitate the formation of the second Instigute, Docter Norman Lavy
was appointed training agnalyst at this meeting, to bring the aumber

of the dissident group up to the required four. Also at this meoting,
Doctor Van der Heido was appointed training analyst. However, each

of the two new gppointecs was without any power to voge until the mew
Institute was recognised,

Doctor Miller proposed the motion to form a second Institute, and this
was carried, the members of the new sroup being Miller, Romm, snd
Grotjahn. The membars of the Educational Committee of the existing
Institute: Lewy, Brunswick, Deri, Greenson, and Tidd.

By a gentleman's agreement it was proposed to make the transitional period
posaidle by maiantaining the Bducational Comxuittee with its existing
members and officers until a now Institute was officially recognized,

but & soparation fnto two Institutes would take place immediately de

fasto 1f not de jure.

A proposed statemcnt to candidates revicwed some of the differences 4in
oputabe:weeuehemma This was objcoted to by the withdrswing
group, and a briefer and amonded varsion was circulated by mail en

Pebruary 16, 1930.

An interesting aftermath to this announcement was a cendidatas' meeting
on March 3, 19350. At this meeting the old group presented a statement
vhich was read summariziang the recasons for this split, and trying o
daseride the scientific differences, as well as mentioning the emisgence
of emotional factors. At this meeting 4t is my recollection that
Boetor Grotjahn spoke for the dissident or new group. . N ra
On May 11, 1930 Dogctor Creenson prepared & memovandum addresged to &
Daoctor Lewy, summarizsing the situation as of that date. He stated that
three members had applied to the Board of Professicnal Standards for
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recognition as & new Institute, and had been instructed to commence
operation as a separate organization, but without official independent
gutonomy until they had been investigoted and approved. Meanwhile, the
official authority wouid continue with the Bxcsutive Committse of the

Los Angeles Imstitute during the transitionsl pertiod of organizing

and obdtaining official recognition by tho now and separate Imstituta.

The terms of the temporazy operational agreement recognized the formation
of a sccond Socloty, and o proposed second Imstitute. This propessl
recognized the privilege 0f the new Scelety’s members on the Bducational |
Comnittee to appoint teachers and conduct courses, the aim being on |
the part of all to coatinuve the undisturbed erecution of the training !

progranm.

1 have prepared this memorandum as a summary of tho materfial in the
split file oupplied by Doctor Lewy, and feel that it might serve a3 a
rough draft of a morc complete and detailed version of this episoede
in the history of Logs Angeles peychoanalysis., There.is even more
material to be gleaned fxom data ia this £ile, but perhaps even morxe
fmportantly, the story should include porsonsl veminiscences from
parsons who were directly {nvolved, such as the training analysts of
the Educational Committes at that time,

-/ Albert Kandelin, M.D,
1Y



To be inserfed at bottom of p.2 of Dr.Handelin's "Memorandum pertaining to the Splith

The so-called old grpup dfeclined to send a represent-
ative to this meeting because after due consideration
they were convinced this would not be in the interest
of the candidates.That it would hardly be possible wigth
representatives of both groups present to remain objec-
tive and to avoid emotional controversies to judge from

the nature of previous discussions.



