
K&2& Historical Fiction

(1963)

Elj£h Frpmj?1' author of the book, SignuuLEzudlJdissipn
QjJoSl, was originally a social philosopher andcritic of the sociaT
scene. Hecamefrom the small but highly influential circle of the
Institute ofSocial Research in Frankfort, Germany, a scientific-
political hybrid of left-Socialist—not Communist—orientation.
He was in early contact with psychoanalysis, and has combined,
in his literary work and in his therapy, his social views and his
selections from, and modifications of, psychoanalytic ideas. He
w-21H2leJsor ofpsychoanalysis at the University ofMexico. Heis"

professor of psychology ^at^Micliigari "State^m'iversTtflnd a
nwunbjer of the'WjHhlngton Psychoanalytic "Society!"5*"""'

Fromm has been an articulate" critkTof Western society.
Though not an orthodox Marxist, he belongs to the Messianic
tradition of social thought, of which Marxism is itself the most
successful manifestation, i.e., he has apicture of aperfect society
of complete harmony ("the sane society") and he believes that its
establishment is a proposition ofpractical politics. Fromm is also
an articulate advocate of certain measures in American foreign
policy. He believes in principle in the merits of unilateral
disarmament but recognizes its impracticability and advocates,
as a matter of practical policy, gradated steps of reduction of
armaments which he expects will be reciprocated in kind by our
adversary. He is interested in Zen Buddhism. As regards psycho-

This book review essay is reprinted from the Journal of the American
Psychoanalytic Association, 11:628-651, 1963. Also in Italian in Psiche
(Rome), 2:53-72, 1965.
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analysis, he has been sharply critical of Freudian, or "classical,
psychoanalysis and has been one of the founders of what is often
referred to as the "neo-Freudian" school, a school of thought of
which Harry Stack Sullivan and Karen Horney have been noted
representatives. He has also shown sympathetic interest in the
relationship therapies developed by Rank and, in his latest
period by Ferenczi. All these interests appear to have acommon
denominator: thejdxgcacy of ui^^aJ^tJieriy^loye.^Fromm
is fundamentally an.evangelist,

—Th'etook* contains, first, a kind of character and patho-
graphical sketch of Freud as Fromm sees him. Freud is described
as having been socially conditioned by the Enlightenment, the
climate of a "decaying" Austria-Hungary,1 the capitalist ideol
ogy and his Jewishness. In its more individual aspects, Freud s
personality is seen as lacking "emotional warmth, closeness, love
and . . . enjoyment of life," but as equipped with a passion for
truth and with great courage. Fromm's "analytic" considerations
lead him to the conclusion that Freud was an oral-receptive
person with apassive attachment to his mother, dependent and
very insecure.

From this portrait of Freud, Fromm proceeds to what seems
to be his main contention: Freud was not merely a scientist
concerned with finding the truth; there are elements in psycho
analysis, Fromm contends, which do not go with the picture of
science, viz., the talk of a "psychoanalytic movement," the
concern about the preservation of a pure and unadulterated
doctrine, the setting up of a "secret committee" to watch over its
integrity, the alleged persecution of disciples who did not toe the
line. Such features, Fromm maintains, belong to a political or
religious movement. They reveal, according to Fromm, that
Freud, though consciously seeing himself only as a scientist, was
actually motivated by the ambition to reform the world by
bringing the emotions under the control of Reason: "Neither
Freud nor his followers admitted to others or to themselves that

1The power of the Austro-Hungarian monarchy was declining as the
multinational state defended itself with difficulty against the rising tide of
nationalism. There was much pessimism and resignation with regard to the
long-term future. But, on the other hand, there was economic progress and a
splendid intellectual and cultural life, with abroad baste in an educated and
culturally alert middle class.

 
Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]
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310 Robert Waelder

they aimed at more than scientific and therapeutic achieve
ments. They repressed their ambition to conquer the world with
a messianic ideal of salvation" (p. 109).

Not only did they entertain such ambitions, but they appar
ently succeeded in founding a Church—replete not only with
priests but with a laity: "Psychoanalysis became a surrogate for
religion for the urban middle and upper-middle classes, which
did not want to make a more radical and comprehensive effort.
Here, in the Movement, they found everything—a dogma, a
ritual, a leader, a hierarchy, the feeling of possessing the truth,
of being superior to the uninitiated; yet without great effort,
without deeper comprehension of the problems of human exist
ence, without insight into and criticism of their own society and
its crippling effects on man, without having to change one's
character in those aspects which matter, namely to get rid of
one's greed, anger and folly" (p. 112).2

Freud's reformist ardor did not go "to the roots" of things:
"he was not questioning the basic picture of man, but, as all
liberal reformers, trying to mitigate man's burden within the
very framework of the traditional picture of man" (p. 100). He
could not transcend the notion of man current in his society:
"Freud was . . . the psychologist of nineteenth-century society,
who showed that the assumptions about man underlying the
economic system were even more right than the economists
could have imagined. His concept of the Homo sexualis was a
deepened and enlarged version of the economist's concept of
Homo economicus" (p. 100).3

Yet, even so, Freud deserves honor for "his gifts, his honesty,

' One can see how one can get rid, to a large degree, of one's greed and
anger or, at least, control them, but how can we humans get rid of folly? In
order to do this, one would first have to know what folly is and how to
distinguish it from prudence, and in many cases one knows it, if at all, only
with the benefit of hindsight. Even then, our view often continues to change
as the perspective of time lengthens and the story unfolds further. A passage
like this illustrates the humorless claim to be in the possession of Truth and the
judgmental stance which permeate Fromm's writings.

3Fromm'sview of economictheory isas prejudiced as his view of Freudian
thought. Thecharge that "the economists" of the 19th century pictured man
asexclusively motivated bygreed hasbeen made countless times, but that does
not make it any more true.

For one, "economic man" has never been more than a model, i.e., one of
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his courage and the tragic character of his life"; the last sentence
of the book calls him a "truly great man," although little, ii
anything, in the preceding text had prepared the reader for such
final evaluation.

Everybody who has ever studied myth formation and propa
ganda knows that it is incomparably more difficult to combat
distortion, however great, than complete falsehood; for the
former contains elements of truth, however warped, and there
fore cannot be dismissed in its entirety. The nucleus of truth
must be separated from the layers of misunderstanding and

those simplified assumptions about reality which underlie generalizing theo
ries in physics as well as in economics and political science. Their value lies in
the understanding of the significance of one important aspect of reality, and in
the approximation to the data of observation, which they provide.

The laws of classical mechanics werederived on the assumption of bodies
moving in a vacuum, without friction, which was an unrealistic assumption
under terrestrial conditions. The classical theory of electrolytes (Arrhenius)
was based on the assumption thatelectric forces between the wandering ions
can be ignored. Of course, this assumption was unrealistic; but weak
electrolytes in which the concentration of ions is small, and the distance
between them correspondingly great, approximate this marginal condition
sufficiently to make the theory sufficiently accurate for them. One has-to begin
somewhere and can take care of the other factors later.

By overlooking certain aspects of reality, the model, or "ideal type as it is
often called inthesocial sciences (aterm coined by Max Weber), has the effect
of exaggerating other aspects, and may thereby assume the character of a
caricature. Yet, the only people who have ever taken "economic man
literally as a true and accurate picture of man's totality, have been those in
Fromm's ideological camp; there it is widely believed that "the bourgeois, or
"the capitalists," are merely personifications of monetary greed.

But whatever the role of the model may have been in the first halt ot
thel9th century, economic theory underwent considerable refinement during
Freud's lifetime, i.e., during the later 19th and earlier 20th centunes-a
development in which Vienna, home of the theory of marginal utility, with
Lausanne and Cambridge as centers of economic thought, played a prominent
role. The theory was no longer based on the model of"economic man —nor
indeed, on any assumption about human motivation—but merely on the
assumption that in the area relevant for economics, men act rationally, i.e.,
make considered choices between alternatives according to their preferences.
The case ofa man choosing more leisure inpreference to more income; orof a
man choosing voluntary service in preference to remunerative employment,
cases which would have been outside the model of economic man, are fully
covered by the later, more refined, version of the theory which, in psycho
analytic language, merely postulates that all action, or at least all action
relevant for economics, takes place under the direction of the preconscious
ego.

 
Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]
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312 Robert Waelder

distortion—a process which requires detailed knowledge and
painstaking labor. The casual reader cannot evaluate such
subtleties and is left with the impression that there is some truth
in the matter: semper aliquid haeret.

Let us consider the basic contention that Freud and his
disciples were actually founder and apostles of a quasi-political
or quasi-religious reform movement. It can be seen immediately
that the ambition which Fromm attributes to Freud, and a
political rather than scientific orientation, is true of Fromm
himself and the Frankfort group from which he comes; they are
primarily social reformers. But is it as true of Freud and his
disciples?

It is true that Freud and his disciples gradually came to think
that the valueof psychoanalysis transcended that of a therapy of
the neuroses. We felt—I beg permission to include myself in this
group—that the discovery of the unconscious not only offered
the key to psychopathology but also opened a new dimension in
the understanding of all things human; and that the enlarge
ment of consciousness not only offered a therapy of the neuroses
but might in the long run turn out to be a step in human
progress.4

Furthermore, we felt that this discovery was threatened with
submergence again in an ocean of misunderstandings and
distortions—like a tract of land that had been cleared in the
midst of the jungleand needed constant effort to keep the jungle
from moving in again. We did have a sense of mission: first, to
see to it that psychoanalytic insight did not disappear; and then
to do what we could to enlarge it.

Fromm contends that "Neither Freud nor his followers
admitted to others or to themselves that they aimed at more than
scientific and therapeutic achievements" (p. 109). This is com
pletely untrue. These hopes and expectations, such as they were,
werea conscious part ofour lives. Theywerealso often discussed
in publications. In a littlebook Ferenczi and Rank (1924) offered
their estimate of the future of psychoanalysis in all its aspects,

4I believe that this expectation was quite realistic as far as ego develop
ment isconcerned, but perhaps not enough thought was given to the fact that
higher ego development does not necessarily mean more humane aspirations,
and that without the latter, the former is not an unmixed blessing. See
Waelder Mfl39bl and (1960a. P. 250U.

"T)PP"
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and ended with this statement: "The most important advance in
psychoanalysis consists finally in a great increase of conscious
ness, or expressed according to our metapsychology, in raising
the instinctive unconscious mental content to the level of pre-
conscious thinking. This, however, from our point of view,
means such an important step in the development of mankind
that it may actually be regarded as a biological advance, and
indeed as one which for the first time takes place under a kind of
self-control" (p. 67f.). This is a rather far-reaching expectation.
An extensive discussion of the cultural impact of psychoanalysis,
with somewhat less enthusiastic expectations, can be found in
Chapter 21 of this volume. Other aspects of the same matter
were discussed by Alexander (1925). The most beautiful formu
lation of these humanizing potentialities of psychoanalysis came
from the writer Thomas Mann. While some analysts would find
such perspectives inspiring, others found them too "metaphy
sical."

But all this does not add up to a political or religious
movement, or to an ambition "to conquer the world with a
Messianic ideal of salvation" (p. 109). Freud.was far too
skeptical—or should I say: too civilized?—a mind to put much
faith in salvation of mankind by any means, at any time. He
kdsug&din-th&M^marnstif^mi the^Messiar}^jsite£m.Qi.Euro."
jTean thought

Fromm's chief arguments to demonstrate the political or
religious character of the psychoanalytic movement are like this:
"Is there any other case of a therapy or of a scientific theory
transforming itself into a movement, centrally directed by a
secret committee, with purges of deviant members, with local
organizations in an international superorganization? No therapy
in the field of medicine was ever transformed into such a
movement. As far as psychoanalysis as a theory is concerned, the
nearest comparison would be Darwinism; ... yet there is no
Darwinian 'movement,' no directorium which leads that move
ment, no purges which decide who has the right to call himself a
Darwinist and who has lost such a privilege" (p. 82; italics
mine).

These orsimilar arguments have been voiced time and again,
and it may be appropriate to take them up at some length.

A movement need not be political or religious; we often
 
Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]
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314 Robert Waelder

speak of movements when a doctrine is advocated by some and
rejected by others. It is true that there are no movements in
physics or physiology today; but this is simply due to the fact
that there is current agreement on fundamentals in these
disciplines. In earlier times, these sciences were also subject to
controversies on fundamental points; and there we may speak of
movements in these disciplines, too. In the 17th century when
the geocentric and heliocentric systems faced each other, one
may speak of a "Copernican movement." There was a move
ment for vaccination in the 19th century. There is talk today of
the movement of logical Positivism, or for the unity of science,
etc.

As far as the "committee" is concerned, one cannot play
Hamlet without the prince. Psychoanalysis was, and still is,
surrounded by a sea of misunderstanding;5 it was highly prob
lematic whether it could be kept from being submerged by
them. Under such circumstances it does seem odd to me that a
few disciples, well versed in psychoanalysis, should make it their
business to say, if need be, in Freud's words: "All this nonsense
has nothing to do with psychoanalysis" (quoted by Fromm, p.
91). In itself such a situation has nothing to do with dogmatism;
the unadulterated preservation of an idea is a prerequisite of its
rational discussion and evaluation.

As far as the main piece of Fromm's argument is concerned,
the claim for authority of accreditation in psychoanalysis, it
should be clear that the claim to be a Darwinian is no analogy to
the claim of being a psychoanalyst. The proper analogy to a
Darwinian would be a Freudian; iLhas never occurredjo jVeud^
or the rest of us to try to lay down any laws as to who may, or
S° iMf--1^LcflJ .lurrisetf* a" Freudian. But Jo" cajtfonesgf^, a
^^^^^a^kjmpiies^mr6j{e£r£sents oneself to the pubUcas^a
competent practitioner of an investigative meff^jn^ajhera-

5Fromm's book itself provides many examples ofsuch misunderstandings.
Above all, Fromm shares thetwo most common of them, viz., the misunder
standing ofthe meaning of"sexual" inpsychoanalysis, and the misunderstand
ing of repression. When Fromm speaks of Freud's concern with the sexual, he
takes it in the pre-Freudian sense, as referring to bedroom stories. If he is
aware of the fact that is means sensuality in a wider sense, this awareness is not
brought out in the book. And, more often than not, he confuses repression
with frustration (e.g., p. 113).

315
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^tlandish for the man who inv^n e° offe/ed bothers under

„the fae. tha, W*"""^"" "* tnT.0 usurp; that, oflanguage which Freud had found and ^ tl
course, would have been presump"°u ;™< P1*^* abel the
TOapeuWcchmque wluehh^m«« n ^.^
penicil|i„ is an artuW£*«%*£„ nobody questions the
to name the drug he developed "' tKt when the namemoral right of the diseoverer of adrug to protest ^ ^
of his drug is used for the sale of ano her pro ^ ^

E^rffiS^SSItf** rented bv
Sigmund Freud. accrediting boardsMedicine as well as other profession,have^"^ grestdc.
and similar certifying agencies, ^^^^^J^e. It istions in the use of designations: implyingpec^a^J ence
true that in the great ^^^Srtrine, but, oncedoes not imply the acceptanceohp^tndamentals now
again, this is due J^^d^^ and was not
prevailing in the phyacalane ^ assumptions t

t^x^:^ «*rrrrserimplyacceptance of aposition not u™^^^ption that theThe science of genetics is ba ed on h assump ^
genes are the atoms of ^"tance, ^is P P ^
widely, but not yet unirt^ he mayj ofaccept it cannot be called ^a genetctst ^ ^ p
course, be called a biologist or a staciem ^
^nateis based on the^V^^X^^^ by

\/

 
Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]
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316 Robert Waelder

scious. A person who does not believe in the existence of uncon
scious processes; or, although believing in their existence, does
not believe that their unconsciousness is due to repression; or,
although believing this, does not think that certain emotional
illnesses are advantageously treated by bringing this unconscious
to consciousness—cannot be called a psychoanalyst. He may, of
course, be a psychiatrist, a psychotherapist, a psychologist, a
behavioral scientist, etc.

The real question is not why we try to set up standards and
criteria but rather why those who reject the basic propositions on
which psychoanalysis rests insist on calling themselves psycho
analysts and their various treatment methods psychoanalysis.

To sum up the argument: F^mjm's picture, of Freudian
psychoanalysis as a quasi-political or quasi-religious movement
seems to me to be quite out of focus. But it apppars as dislnrtariin
an even more fundamental sense, inasmuch^as it sees Freud as

^exclusively practically oriented, toward what psychoanalysis can
do in the world, and entirely overlooks the fact that the practical
did not hold first place in Freud's mind.

The whole idea of Freud as a would-be world reformer was

at all arguable only after it became apparent that psychoanalysis
could have consequences and applications beyond the treatment
room, i.e., after Freud was well along in his fifties. But that
could not have been anticipated in the beginning. What role
should Freud's alleged ambition of world reform have played
earlier, e.g., in Freud's most productive years in his early forties?
What role could it have played when he suggested to Dr. Breuer
that they follow up together the clues in the case of Anna O.
and urge hysterical patients in hypnosis to remember the
forgotten beginnings of their symptoms, and how could he have
fathomed that this work could lead to a reform of the world?

How could he have expected it when he grasped the fact that
dreams had a meaning and devoted some years to dream studies?
Later, up to the end of his life, he was often occupied with
problems that had no conceivable application to a program of
changing reality. l^iewjhaL^te^ar^

the later continuation of ij,among the works he liked bestj
"*Moses~ and Monotheism (1939), was also clbse~to BisHheart
Whether or not posterity will agree with Tiis selectTonsTTheir
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perusal makes it obvious that considerations of practical effects
didnotdeterm^

«*^^-Toin6^ronce expressed in these wor^. Ido no y ^
useful because it helps us to build machine^ Isay ^
useful because as^^*^ ^lar way. Freudmore time for scienti^ r«earch. 1i q had athera.
thought that it was fortunate that psycnoa y ^
peutic value because that alone made it P^^^once
offer themselves for PsYchoanalytic resea^^^^fthe emanci-
said that the only thing that really mattered ^s were
pation and progress of J^^^^fxom fc \
not very different.ff^ffr^ t^ an*d contemplation, i.fi,
Mediterraneani^mrta CaWmist H^^-^g-<•- m~ ~oi sin.tTie^Site^anean trSitwn, does not cany g^knovvledge

"i-—<tr*- *-AM-„,.,*«in fact forever oaa quesUQi new Knuwic b ,^^min^wasanAaci, roiev^ uumaJL i remember his
jnd^w unaleistmdw&m^U^S5 ™m^uite remote fromlooping ideas on the most^va-d-bject^ ™ x_any thought of practical-therapeuUc^Pohbca^ Z

bent of mind. alWed auasi-religious

^ZT^X"^ ^ment to Freud
found the one thing worth while for me to toe to ' ;
later Idiseovered that it^'^Slgto,some-And Fromm comments as follows ^ e^V^_g ^
body saying that he hves by the^B ble thBhag ^thephilosophyof Spmoza or Ka„t bu J y ^ ^
rlrhrrecltT^SdTSee anew rehgion" (p.
67> Here Fromm steps into ^ ^^he'̂ out
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the only way he could make aliving; he was not aphysician and
when he joined the circle around Freud, nobody had as yet
thought of lay analysis.

Another charge that has been levied against Freud and that
seems to fit well with Fromm's basic contention is that of Freud s
alleged authoritarianism. Freud, it is said, was intolerant of
opposition, "expecting others to follow him wait on him to
sacrifice their independence and intellectual freedom to him.

This picture of Freud has so often been drawn, and has been
so widely disseminated, that it seems fitting that one of those
who knew Freud sufficiently well to have an informed opinion
in this matter should try to set the record straight. Not th t
believe that truth will prevail if given a chance; but it may at
least be rescued from being wiped off the map entirely.

fIwere alawyer and had to conduct the defense of Freud in
a trial like that of Socrates, I would strongly advise my client
against correcting this distortion of his personahty and for
lading guilty on this count. Juries do not like it if adefendan
vho is accused on many counts does not accept any guilt
whatever- they do not like to believe that widespread accusa
tions can be entirely without foundation; and in any case they
prefer their defendants humble. It is better to plead guilty on
some minor count. ,But 1am not a lawyer, and I am not trying to plead a case,
but to state a fact to the best of my knowledge. Be it herefore
said that there is no truth whatever in the legend of Freud s
authoritarianism, and that it was very easy to contradict him as
long as contradiction did not involve personal attack.

For apsychoanalyst who knows that repressive processes are
not always complete and that fragments of the repressed-truth
can often be detected in odd places, it is not surprising that the
ruth in this matter can even be detected in Fromm sbook if one

onlv scans it carefully enough. In his discussion of Freud s rigid
authoritarianism" Fromm calls Freud "intolerant of other opin
ions or revisions of his own theories." Fromm continues: It is
hard to ignore the bulk of evidence which supports this view

. Even" Sachs, in his frankly idolizing biography of Freud
admits this: Tknew it was always extremely difficult for him to
assimilate the opinions of others after he had evolved his own in
«lnna and laborious process. . . .If my opinion was opposed to
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his, Isaid so frankly. He alw^sgave me~--^
my' views, and listened^£^ bgy Fr0mm). . '
hardly ever moved by «*"»<£ h' have read this passage inIwonder how many of those ^° {rom Sachs does
Fromm's book have noticed that *he qwo ^
not bear out Fromm's contention. The M "intolerant of
Ihow that Freud ^^^^X^ «*T^other opinions ; what the story q{ ^ d pl s
quite different, namely, **£%£^ views to him. There is
opinions but did »* ~™£*"^ptad to impose his views
not the slightest hint that freu° £ whatsoever. To
on Sachs, or even to ^^l^not follow the lead ofcall Freud authoritarian bec™ *\™ZvJror Tiberius to hisothers reminds me othe wordsolf the e P< ^ .^ 6 „stepdaughter: si non^nam^tmum P ^ ^^ of

lThis is, in fact, the ^^• ^^ ^ an
Freud's authoritarianism.Freud w ^ inner
inner-directed person, whose course in 1 ^ o{
impulsion rather than bemgm«*ly ^ ^ ^

j^a^^^
to others, and a tyrant. correspondence between

These facts appear clearly m*e ~ ^^ publicationFreud and Rank at tfu, cntica J-*^ we ^ ur-
of his Trauma of Birth (1924). in of his ldeasgently pleading with Freud for the ac p ^ ^^
Freud does not see eye to eye with **£* ^ He actually
let the matter rest there; one can agree to g^ ^ an
pleads with the younger^^ has ^ withoutSt^^n^r^ this issue. Freud wr,es:

My<^^£ZSKS -LTrt
t^coXSl -^ interpretation....Your ex-
.lf you do not dominate, you ^J^^b. found in Taft
vThe correspondence, or as much of it as we

(1958).
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periences are different; do they therefore cancel mine?
We both know that experiences permit of many explana
tions, hence we have to wait for further experiences.

After all, the right to have an opinion of one's own
prevails for me, too. I have endeavored to respect it
with each of my friends and adherents,8 as long as we
could preserve a common ground. . I was not and I
am not in agreement with Ferenczi's statements on
homosexuality and with many points of his active thera
py. In my opinion he puts a too great store on complete
agreement with me; I do not. Suppose you had told me
one day that you could not believe in the primordial
horde and the primordial father, or thought the separa
tion into Ego and Id to be inexpedient, do you really
believe that I would not have invited you for meals or
would have excludedyou from my circle? It is true, you
were always very reserved in taking a critical stand,
probably too much so. And now you are shattered and
offended that I refuse your Trauma of Birth, though
you have my admission that it is never easy for me to
follow a new train of thought that somehow does not go
my way or to which my way has not yet led me [Taft, p.
106f.; italics mine].

If this is tyranny, it is tyranny of a very special kind.
But Rank cannot let go. One is reminded of a feature of

adolescence to which Anna Freud once called attention: adoles
cents who complain bitterly that their parents do not recognize
them as adults are quite often not content to live their own lives
and let their parents go on living theirs, as adult sons and
daughters would do. They are often bent on reeducating their
parents, and the resistance with which these attempts meet in
the older generation registers with them as oppression. Their
mind has not yet been really emancipated from the childhood
setting of a family ruled by the parents, and they visualize their
own emancipation as adults not as the abolition of the whole
pattern but merely as a change of place within the pattern; for

8A somewhat awkward rendering of what in German was obviously
Anhanger. Abetter English translation would be: follower.
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trZ *s£ ZTe with Bank in the disagreements
^t^Srr^^Si'^ may showThere is an item ^^ ^ nQt Qnly no
those whose mind has not oeen ciuscu

tac, play of ^J&?*£» dTffetr generation,
ffla^^ o< his, and Rank wte him the
same day, suggesting an interprets of the dream.

"Dear Professor, This evening an^^^»t to bedream you told me today has occurred tome, which s. ap be
wTthheld from you and which, Ihope, will amuse you (Taft, p.
?8) So Rank puts himself without invitation in the V**™£psychoanalyzing his teacher, and we may wonder what the
tyrant's answer will be. Here it is:

It is along time since you have tried to interpret one of
rnv dreams in such a powerful analytical way. Since
Then much has changed. You have grown enormously
and yl know so much about me. ..1 cannot confirm
everything you write. ..but I do not need to contra-
^rudX^continues by giving h,= associat,ns and
concludes with his interpretation: the dream,hthmb
indicates his fear lest a young man libRan; might
supersede him:] The ^e^0^ l^Z^otZecess- "All right you old jester and boaster. This is not true
at ail! .you (the dreamer) are not David, you are the
boa ng gian Goliath, whom another one, the young
Dav "wil slay." And now everything falls into place
aroundTh spoint that you (Rank) are the dreaded David
who wi hhb Trauma of Birth succeeds in depreciating
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322 Robert Waelder

my work. . . . Thus I can continue your interpretation
[p. 78f.].

Where is there on record a man, sixty-seven years of age, in
the evening of a life of great labor and productivity, who will
accept an uninvited and apparently embarrassing interpretation
of his unconscious from a young man, his disciple, not only with
good grace but as a matter of course and with scientific
objectivity, will applaud the young man for his insights and will
freely discuss with him his own jealousies and fears?

The same picture emerges from the correspondence which
Ludwig Binswanger (1956) has published. The whole lifelong
relationship between these two men belies the myth of Freud's
authoritarianism. Binswanger started his professional life as a
disciple of Freud's but in middle life became increasingly
involved with the philosophy of existentialism, until he became,
and still is, the leader of the existentialist movement9 in psy
chiatry. Freud, to be sure, did not follow Binswanger along this
road, but Binswanger, different from Rank, did not press him to
do so and did not attack Freud personally. Their relationship
remained cordial to the end.

There is a moving letter, published by Binswanger, which
shows that Freud, far from trying to force the younger man into
the fold, expressed his gratitude to him for not having allowed
their intellectual disagreement to interfere with their personal
relationship:

Quite different from so many others [Freud writes], you
have not allowed your intellectual development, which
has more and more removed you from my sphere of
influence, to interfere with our personal relations, and
you do not know how much one is touched by such deli
cacy [p. 103].10

9The word comes naturally—I do not think it means that Binswanger is
actually leading a political movement.

10 Jones repeatedly pointed out that the stories of Freud's authoritarianism
were myths. Fromm dismisses Jones's testimony in this matter contemptu
ously: "Jones is of a psychological naivete in these assertions which ill fit a
psychoanalyst. He simply overlooks the fact that Freud was intolerant to those
who questionedor criticized him in the least. To people who idolized him and
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That this man, of all men, should be cah.d authoritarian^
demonstrates how baseless the common belief^ th-t ^>
accented views must have some element of factual, as clilleruu
torn mere symbolic, truth. It was possible thirty years ago to
co vince tlJ majority of a nation as highly educated as the
c"n ans tat the Jews were responsible for all their misfortunes
an r trations. It is possible to convince vast masses in Latin
America Asia, and Africa today that the United States is^nsi^le for'their poverty. So it is also possible to persuadepeople that Sigmund Freud was "authoritarian and not aman
Wh°AlUhis' of course, is not to gainsay the fact that there may
have been people who/efc Freud to be oppressive. Perhaps Rank
was one o^them. He received agreat deal from Freud, who
prodded for his higher education, started him on his career, first
fnlppHed psychoanalysis and later in analytic practice and
"ave him the impetus for his creative work-perhaps more than
aman can accept from another man-and it would be under
Lndable if Rank, oppressed by this abundance, attributed to
Lud's person what was inherent rather in the situation.

Enough, I believe, has been said about this subject, and it

;:~~?SB=.1?==s~"entire, unscathed had already ^^J^"^^^
completely contradicts Fromm s' ^^h^V^£ completely corro-those who questioned or critic zed J ^ mthe^t P ^ &
^XX^S^^^ZSnot mention, and deal with,

in his relation to Freud, too.
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324 Robert Waelder

might well be closed were it nor for the fact that Fromm's "most
drastic example" of Freud's authoritarianism and intolerance,
viz., his relation to Ferenczi, should not remain uncontested,
because of the importance of this episode for a history of
psychoanalysis. For years, Ferenczi had been experimenting
with psychoanalytic therapeutic technique, hoping thereby to
achieve what can, if at all, only beexpected from deeper insight
into the pathological process. The total yield of various such
attempts had not been great. But toward the endjMfcHfe,
-Eerenczi ptesented-the- ^^BOjwsjJionjhat JLffi^nMessai^tp
-^pojl""7he_ patients, i.e., to treat them Jendjriy^kejmall
children in dist7essT"TbeyTiVd'fallen sick, he argued, because of a

laclc'of'love'in'their childhood, and this was true not only of
some but of all patients. The child had been holding out its hand
for love—nonsexual love—and the adult, instead of giving it,
had satisfied his own sexual urges at the expense of thechild. In
this way, Ferenczi returned to the pre-Freudian concept of a
fundamentally asexual childhood, and to Freud's early trauma
theory of the'neuroses. The whole development of theoretical
thought and therapeutic technique which followed Freud's
realization of the fact that the stories told by patients of their
sexual seduction by parents were usually untrue, the discovery of
childhood sexuality and its vicissitudes, was thereby discarded.

There was nothing new about any of these ideas. To treat
one's patients with tender kindness is probably the oldest
psychotherapeutic device, used instinctively by every good
nurse, indeed by every normal mother. Ferenczi went to con
siderable length in this matter; a middle-aged man may have
been encouraged to sit on his lap, call him grandfather and talk
to him in baby language.

But showing one's patients more than friendly interest and
the serious desire to help were not considered advisable in
psychoanalysis, for the simple reason that psychoanalysis is
exploratory psychotherapy, and that the display of love, or any
other emotional attitude toward the patient on the part of the
analyst beyond what is required by civilized standards and
professional obligation, will of necessity influence what kind of
material will appear and offer itself for exploration. To love and
to spoil one's patients may make them feel better just as the
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HMoricalFiCion ^ thc welLbeing ot
administration „( an j^*'J' ^feres with diaSnoS.ic
people in physical distress »>" de his suggestions,
br^^SXlX ^ — ,, .or these

eonsiderutions attemptto R^»n-» .a^ ^ ,,
what he docs not »"*»^J; ^ „condWon for his cure is
idea that the patient needed lov as a dogmatism of

Sic with the conduct of aPfv"^, position either; it

^^^-t:^^^^ and ,ved
Fe^S^^^^^-^rmln to whom we-amTaSk'resing. T was pressing t0 d us a iess than
TraaT6oKa-ur« *^f* V" ^yafew months later,admirable light; and when we learned Y ^
that Ferenczi was dying fromper^ ^g-^-'atv^^^^s0^^v^ prern realization that
*ZZZZ*n7ZSte ^^twTom*. had obviously to
the strange occurrences of the, la*: te ^^ and
bewrittenoff ^X^S^STpietu" rf the wise and
therefore would not detract Rer
inspiring leader which we .had acqmre ^^e^-c^v^ed^vn^™^f*^on this
th&J^^^^^f^Z\erme-^s so "drastically^^rTtfrlt Fre^amous intoie ^ ^^ ft
displayed. Fromm has h» mfo^tmn ho ^ ^
student of Ferenczi's, who to dhrni what ^ ^ A
m0re than twenty years previously atout ^ ^^
court of law would not accept hi kind o j^ ^
and atrained historian woul£e*it ™^ picture of the
rnrirruld^ninXatthat Freud warned Ferenczi
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326 Robert Waelder

against dangers in his new technique, thathe urged Ferenczi not
to publish the paper, and that he terminated the conversation
abruptly. That is all. That Freud did not try to prevent the
publication is borne out by the fact that the paper was actually
published by the Zeitschrift, in which Freud, as Herausgeber,
held the power of decision. Nor did he try to interfere with the
presentation of the paper at the Wiesbaden Congress. Who
would accuse the chief of a university department or a hospital
of intolerance merely because headvised his assistant against the
publication of a paper which he considered embarrassing to the
institution?

In order to put things into proper perspective, it is also
necessary to add that repeated later references to Ferenczi's
latest position, both in Freud's writings and in his conversation,
while clearly stating his disagreement, were always cordial and
gave warm recognition to Ferenczi's contributions and per
sonality.

I have discussed some parts of Fromm's book at considerable
length. It would fill as much space again merely to list all the
various inaccuracies and arbitrary interpretations that can be
found in this brief volume. I should only like to mention two
examples to show the kind of reasoning through which Fromm
arrives at his conclusions.

Fromm refers to the scene in which Freud, at the age of
seven, was reprimanded by his father for having urinated in the
parental bedroom in his parents' presence, and reports the
father's remark, "That boy will never amount to anything." He
thereupon quotes Freud: "This must have been a terrible affront
to my ambition, for allusions to this scene occur again and again
in my dreams and are constantly coupled with enumerations of
my accomplishments and successes, as if I wanted to say: 'You
see I have amounted to something after all'" (p. 56).

On this Fromm comments as follows: "This explanation
given by Freud that the father's remark was the cause of his
ambition is an error which one can find frequently in orthodox
analytic interpretations" (p. 56). It is impossible to see where
Fromm could have got the idea that Freud suggested this
"explanation." Freud neither said nor implied that he considered
his father's remark to be the cause of his ambition; on the
contrary, by calling this remark "a terrible affront to my
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ambi,ion" he made it dea,: *.. h.*.ought that Ms^tKm

to his friend, Fliess, in January1900. The n ^ ,(
most interesting thing °b°»\f^°Znn\, this proves thatcontains the date of our death-. F^r%Re're again we find
Freud was egocentric and, couWI not love. J ^ q{ ^
the same egocentric concern with his own
feeling of universality and solidly (p. . ^human

There is no reason^™™?«^ eg0Centricity and
existence-memento mon shouu meam tQtal

,2%^£S£ZSS-ume-which would be a
was recently published (E. ^ ^Lrf the breadth of hisjudiced apicture of.Freuas her ally ™ ^ Qrigin.
culture, his enthusiasm the depUlot mell0wness.
ality of his thinking and, as the ^ ^mm as "lacking in
Since Freud is Pf^ten^ P^f by ^ ^

upon the death of the latter's son:

Although we^^^"^"^of mourning will subside, wef.^7sXitute. No matterinconsolable and will never finf af^tompletely, it
what may fill the gap, even if it * ^"J^y^isnevertheless remains some*mg^ete. An ing

p. 386].

Grave,y distorted though^^^^^ can
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328 Robert Waelder

in a book, The Freudian Ethic (1959), by Richard LaPiere, a
professor of sociology at Stanford University.

LaPiere's first thesis is that something is very wrong with
contemporary America, that the nation is in a serious moral
predicament. What has made this country and has made it
strong was the "Protestant Ethic," in the sense of Max Weber's
famous essay: initiative, devotion to hard work, self-reliance, a
strong sense of responsibility. LaPiere sees these virtues disap
pearing; hesees a new generation of Americans, wont to rely on
others and to have things done for them.

LaPiere is, ofcourse, not the first to feel this country hasgone
soft. Many others have sounded the clarion call. Whether or not
their diagnosis is correct is very difficult to judge. In a very large
country and in a free and hence very diversified society, it is
possible to give numerous examples that seem to bear out the
thesis; it is equally possible to give numerous examples that seem-
tocontradict it. It is one of the most difficult things to judge the
moral fibre of a large nation; individual data can often be
interpreted in different ways, the range of individual attitudes is
enormous, and attitudes are not stable but depend to a great
extent on external circumstances, such as the nature, clarity, and
degree of the challenge and the quality of leadership. When the
Oxford students, in 1935, swore that they would never, under
any circumstances, fight for king and country, many people took
it as a sign of the decay of British morale. It was disastrous that
the leaders of Germany shared this interpretation. Yet, only five
years later, these same youths manned the fighter planes of the
R.A.F. and thwarted Hitler's amibitions at the price of their
physical extinction—the modern parallel to the 300 of Ther
mopylae.

Happily, it is not the task of this review to evaluate the
soundness of LaPiere's diagnosis of the nation's morale. But it
can be said prima facie that the complaint about the loss of
ancestral virtues isneithernew nor specifically American, that it
predates by far the"Protestant Ethic," and that the warning has
been heard since the early days of recorded history. Most
self-respecting Roman writers were what Horace called lauda
tors temporis acti. Horace himself was no mean representative
of thespecies; he wrote: "Theage ofthe parents, worse than that
of the grandparents, bore us who are more worthless than rhPv

""HJ»r

'A
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were and who are' about to bring forth an offspring even more
""Theie lines were written at the time of Augustus-ever since

r tw the heroes of the Trojan war could not stand

^ES5SS§=5pities of «^^^™$%X ne^ed to.ation into bemg in the frt place an^ ^ ^ ^
\ tZS«'Xh proclaim an intrinsic necessity 0«e

,i,e and fall of civilizations. In essence, it is the phiiosop y
behind the old saying that it takes three generations from shir,

norary writers who think along Similar lines and seek the cause
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quality of a Greek tragedy; it is the inescapable consequence of
tliaiil£teristjcs which are only the reverje^side'qf trie very' virtues
ofjgiyilization. But this is not the case in LaPiere's picture" For
him, America's real or alleged moral disease is due not to forces
intrinsic in progress but rather to an extraneous factor, an
invasion by a germ of spiritual decay. The decline of America's
moral stamina is due to what LaPiere calls the "Freudian ethic,"
viz., an ethic of universal irresponsibility alleged to have been
taught by Sigmund Freud. Here is what LaPiere thinks of
psychoanalysis:

"The psychoanalyst. . .strives to relieve the patient of all
responsibility for his difficulties and to shift it to society in the
person of the patient's mother, father, sibling, husband, wife,
son, or daughter, or all of these together" (p. 69). To this shifting
of the blame he attributes what therapeutic relief there may be
in psychoanalysis.

"Freudian doctrine" is, in LaPiere's view, "a doctrine of
social irresponsibility and personal despair" (p. 53). What the
author calls "Freudian ethic" is defined in the words: "absence of

strong social motivations (the inescapable urges of the libido are,
of course, antisocial drives), lack of constraining or inhibiting
social principles, lack of supernaturalistic or other fixed faiths
(except, of course, the Freudian version of the self), lack of set
goals, lack of any rigorous system of personal-social values and
sentiments, and complete absence of any sense of obligation
toward others" (p. 64).

The new ethic, according to LaPiere, demands that man be
taken care of by society: "This new ethic presupposes that man is
by inherent nature weak, uncertain, and incapable of self-reli
ance and that he must, therefore, be provided by society with
the security that is his greatest need.11 Since the most outstand
ing and most popular proponent of this view of man has been
Sigmund Freud, the newly emerging ethic has been designated
by his name" (p. 285). It is also antagonistic to society: "Freud,
like his patients, believed that they were virtims of social
circumstances; and, like them, he was in all respects antagonistic
toward society" (p. 53).

LaPiere's picture of contemporary history finally assumes

11 At this point one wonders whether LaPiere did not get his picture of
Freud confused with his picture of Franklin Roosevelt.
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apocalyptic dimensions; once" ^"'^^tne^struggle
•ithebatdefieW^ respectively in the
between Ormuzd and Ahr man inca n ^
Protestant Ethic" and the'^^^ but the actorsbthesameasinprevmusdevd Ae^oth^ ^ ^ ^
have changed; the evil is no' £nger rep ^ of .^

FreTdhose with even the most ****%& of^hoana-
lysis may wonder how ^^^^ Freud deals in his
psychoanalysis. It is conce^^behavior, including those weworks with many aspects of human beha^,ut ^ his
consider evil, and ^.^^hout moral exhortations,condemnation of the latter and wi d of them.
some may have formed he id a thahe pp ^ ^ ^
However, Freud's apparent detac ^ and felt_
simple fact that he ^^^^^ and condemnationscorrectly, Isubmit-that moral exhor atio ..^ ^
have no place in â *^ ™^haps be allowed to
purpose of an investigation. . .one' m,ay g F 213). Besides,wear amask of assumed ^achmen (193 ^ jf ^^
he took it for granted ^.^.^^f.righteousness andible people, and was a»e^ preahtng He Subscribed, as hehypocrisy of most of this kind fpreach ?g ^.^ ^
wrote to J. J- Putnam to Th.Vj^s^ m)ilMoralischeverstehtsichimmevon^ ( ^^

But Freud's allegiance to the principle o ^^
is immanent in every page he ever _wro e, ^
requires it, he may become quite articulate, e.g
this about the educability of man:

Probably acertain percentage of -JM-
pathological disposition or an excess ^
strength) will always remain^*^^
ible merely to reduce the majority that is h ^^

. -i- ^-.^ fr. rlflv into a minority, a great ucivilization to-day into ^ ^
, The above quotation from T£. V«her rf ± ^ t

ZX^^ufSe?^ reality must be taken for .anted.
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have been accomplished-
complished [1927a, p. 9].

Robert Waelder

-perhaps all that can be ac-

i. How can anybody think that the man who wrote these lines
( preached a "doctrine of social irresponsibility and personal
I despair," of a "complete absence of any sense of obligation
' toward others?"

Freud's sense of personal responsibility did, in fact, go
beyond the Protestant Ethic; let us look at what Freud said
about moral responsibility for one's dreams:

Obviously one must hold oneself responsible for the evil
impulses of one's dreams. What else is one to do with
them? Unless the content of the dream (rightly under
stood) is inspired by alien spirits, it is a part of my own
being. If I seek to classify the impulses that are present
in me according to social standards into good and bad, I
must assume responsibility for both sorts; and if, in
defence, I say that what is unknown, unconscious and
repressed in me is not my 'ego,' then I shall not be basing
my position upon psycho-analysis, I shall not have ac
cepted its conclusions—and I shall perhaps be taught
better by the criticisms of my fellow-men, by the disturb
ances in my actions and the confusion of my feelings. I
shall perhaps learn that what I am disavowing not only
'is' in me but 'acts' out of me as well [1925a, p. 133;
italics mine].

It is difficult to conceive of a clearer or more complete
refutation of the views which LaPiere attributes to Freud.

According to Freud, one is morally responsible even for mere
wishes expressed only in dreams, and those who think otherwise
have not based their position upon psychoanalysis; that one
could doubt responsibility for one's actions had obviously not
occurred to Freud.13 This is the Freudian ethic, viz., the ethic of
Sigmund Freud.

13 Behind this discussion is the ancient question of determinism and its
relation to responsibility—an age-old problem of philosophical speculation. I
have discussed the position in this question which is implicit in classical
psychoanalysis in Ch. 17.
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It bworth noting that in this ™™££»%b£?£
one's dreams, ^J^^^^^ ^° ™*°of St. Augustine. This Church lather an "recapturing
aman of great psychological ^fh^Tng succumbed to sinful
the peace of -™. ^^^.tening. much to our
urges in a dream, we discover t {n mbts
relief, that we had not actuaUy carried out quo ^
auoquo modo factum ™\dolerl7ZdlnZ \conflssiones,something that had somehow ^£? " had Somehow

^Ja^^false etymologies: lucus anon lucendo scaUe
{lucus) because *J^^^Z££* *called Freudianapparently, is such a lucus anon w , d
ethic because it has no rf^J^ which LaPiere describes

All this is not to sayj *^*eJ^ is atendency to favor
do not exist in the world of today, l ner at
the weak-the less gifted at ^^^S^ense ofthe
the expense of the ™d^^« *° ^£rf the responsible. In
thrifty, and the irresponsible at the exPense fa lawbreaker
criminology there is a^^^^ on "society,"
under ^^«2^^STo5St break the laws. Manyi.e., on the rest ofthecitizens w d deterrence in
apsychiatrist is opposed to both pu^hmen^ ^
dealing with the lawbreaker and^ wouldI al ow Y m
tation, preferably through W°^£^ other, inoffen-
effect, amount to providing at public cost w considerablesive, members of the com,mmt,,ca» ontyha^> ^ ^
sacrifice to themselves. Or many en ^ due tQthat all mental and emotional^ lines es ot chi ^ ^
culpable acts of commission or ormssKm on P ^
parents, according to the saying: there are no pr
0n\rabuTarPtTatendency to take all pressure off the weak

"He gets to sit on the teachers lap.
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334 Robert Waelder

and inferior and thereby, in effect, lay ever greater burdens on
the shoulders of the gifted and responsible, on the theory that the
former are weak and therefore in need of support, while the
latter are strong and therefore capable of carrying, and duty-
bound to carry, the load of humanity. This tendency is far less
outspoken on the domestic scene than it is on the international
one, among the so-called underdeveloped nations.

This emotional climate is probably a reaction to the condi
tions that prevailed at earlier times. Then the strong had the
world at their feet and the weak were left to get along as best
theycouldor to perish; and the lawbreaker found no mercy. But
the laudable compassion for the weak and the humble has now
often gone to the opposite extreme. "Human beings," as Sir
Richard Livingstone (1959) put it, "rarely walk in the center of
the road; they reel drunkenly from the ditch on one side to the
ditch on the other."

What else may have contributed to this modern trend is a
question worthy of the best efforts of serious social scientists. M.
Polanyi (1960) speaks of "moral passions overreaching them
selves" (p. 1). Perhaps, one of their roots are the teachings of
Scripture, taken literally, not moderated by Church and tradi
tion, and deprived through secularization of any supranatural
meaning.

Be this as it may, the process has little to do with psycho
analysis. The movement was well under way before Freud was
born. J. L. Talmon, the prominent historian of ideas, places the
birth of the idea that "frustration is the source of all evil" in the
middle of the 18th century. He has devoted himself to the study
of the history and the consequences of this belief; so far, two
sizable volumes have appeared without his having reached the
year of Sigmund Freud's birth.

Freudian thought itself offers no comfort to this pniiosophy.
It considers it a half-truth which, for itself alone, is misleading.
It maintains that frustration can do much harm to an immature
organism if it overtaxes its carrying capacity at the time, and so
may lead to lasting regressions or to an irrevocable withering of
the drive; or if it comes as sudden shock, leading to traumatic
neurosis. On the other hand, it also maintains that without

T
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frustration there is no development of frustration tolerance just
as organisms reared under sterile conditions acquire no immu
nity Hence, the psychoanalytic advice to education is not to try
to protect the child against frustration but rather to time and
dose it correctly, i.e., as I formulated it on another occasion to
find for each situation the proper balance between satisfaction
and frustration, in the light of the general principle that we have
to search for the optimal mixture between two equally impor
tant but partly conflicting ingredients of healthy development,
viz., love and discipline" (1960a, p. 254).

The idea that psychoanalysis is destructive of mora values is
of course, an old one. It is based on the most universal and most
stubborn of all misunderstandings of psychoanalysis, viz., the
misunderstanding of the concept of repression. The repression of
an impulse means that the impulse has become unconscious
without thereby losing its power to influence psychic activities;
undoing repression means to bring the impulse back to con-
LousnL where its further destiny is decided by acontest of
strength between the impulse and other tendencies which are
active in the person. Elementary though this is for psychoana
lysts it is little understood outside the psychoanalytic group.
There it is widely believed that repression refers to the obstacles,
external or moral, that stand in the way of gratification of an
impulse, and that the undoing of repression therefore means the
removal of these obstacles and, consequently, the free expression
of impulses in action. All this has been explained in psychoana
lytic writings innumerable times, but the message does not

CarThere is also the ambiguity of the word "understanding."
Psychoanalysis suggests that we should try to understand human
affairs and their conditioning before passing judgment on them
and before responding to them. But "to understand means in
this context strictly: to grasp the nature, significance, and causes
of somellung; it does not imply what many people seem to take
for granted: to exonerate, to condone, and to sympathize with it.
Our valuation of human conduct, and our way of dealing with
it will not remain unaffected by such a serious effort at under
standing it, but the change does not necessarily, nor even most
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336 Robert Waelder

frequently, go in the direction that is indicated by the popular
saying: tout comprendre c'est tout pardonner.15

Despite its dissociation from facts—or, perhaps, because of
it—LaPiere's doctrine has some of the ingredients of mass
appeal. The drawing in stark contrasts of black and white, the
view of human events as a struggle between light and darkness,
with the former represented by ancestral virtues and the latter
by an intruding alien creed; and the picture of the antagonist as
at once immeasurably dangerous and yet basically insignificant
andeasily reduced to impotence once it has been recognized—all
this is what people like to believe. So we read in a recent article
about the alleged aimlessness of American life by Vice-Admiral
Hyman G. Rickover, the prominent naval engineer and strate
gist, in a magazine of mass circulation, the Saturday Evening
Post: "The so-called 'Freudian ethic' has led us astray by
encouragingus to blame our personal inadequacies on 'society.'"
So-called by whom? I have not met this expression except in
LaPiere's book—Admiral Rickover seems to have taken his clue
from LaPiere.

If we look at both books together, it appears that they attack
Freud and psychoanalysis from opposite sides, with opposite
arguments. Fromm criticizes Freud because, as he sees it, the
latter was deeply rooted in 19th-century bourgeois culture—
which to Fromm is something evil and contemptible—and
because his psychology appears to Fromm to be an apology of
this culture. LaPiere condemns Freud because, as he sees it,
Freud has undermined this very culture which he finds very
valuable. Fromm sees in Freud an inhibited Victorian, a Puri
tan, incapable of enjoying himself; LaPiere sees him as subver
sive of the "Protestant Ethic" and as the sponsor of irresponsible
self-seeking and hedonism. Fromm thinks that psychoanalysis
was eagerly embraced by people who did not want to make the
serious effort of "criticism of their own society and its crippling
effects upon man." LaPiere thinks that psychoanalysis preaches
the doctrine that "society" is responsible for all frustrations.

15 There is a widespread view that, in a criminal trial, the psychiatric
expert will always tend toexonerate the defendant and so support the efforts
ofthe counsel for the defense. The actual impact ofpsychoanalytic consider
ation of questions of criminal responsibility is discussed in Ch. 29.
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The two books are therefore likely to find their major
resonance in different quarters: Fromm's ideas will dehghtwh.
Rose Macaulay called the not-so-very intelligentsia; LaPiere s
fdeas wiU appeal to people with afundamentalist bent of mind

BuThaTdoes no? mean that there could not appear, one of
these days! another book that combines the arguments of Fromm
wUhu'c arguments of LaPiere, without any awareness of the
Tact that they contradict each other. If such a book should
an, ea hsmuch is predictable: it will be respectfully reviewed
by'papers and intellectual magazines and quoted by represen-
tative men in all walks of life.
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 Pr
o

pr
ie

ty
 o

f 
th

e 
Er

ic
h 

Fr
o

m
m

 D
o

cu
m

en
t 

C
en

te
r.

 F
o

r 
pe

rs
o

na
l u

se
 o

nl
y.

 C
ita

tio
n 

o
r 

pu
bl

ic
at

io
n 

o
f 

m
at

er
ia

l p
ro

hi
bi

te
d 

w
ith

o
ut

 e
xp

re
ss

 w
ri

tt
en

 p
er

m
iss

io
n 

o
f 

th
e 

co
py

ri
gh

t 
ho

ld
er

. 
 Ei

ge
nt

um
 d

es
 E

ri
ch

 F
ro

m
m

 D
o

ku
m

en
ta

tio
ns

ze
nt

ru
m

s.
 N

ut
zu

ng
 n

ur
 f

ür
 p

er
sö

nl
ic

he
 Z

w
ec

ke
. 

V
er

ö
ff

en
tli

ch
un

ge
n 

– 
au

ch
 v

o
n 

T
ei

le
n 

– 
be

dü
rf

en
 d

er
 s

ch
ri

ft
lic

he
n 

Er
la

ub
ni

s 
de

s 
R

ec
ht

ei
nh

ab
er

s.
 

 



ss*2

-.'"m?1:

".^*^

&u

"^^^^^pg^^P^^^v^^^i^^^S^wigpiis

PSYCHOANALYSIS:
OBSERVATION, THEORY,

APPLICATION

Selected Papers of Robert Waelder

Edited by

SAMUEL A. GUTTMAN, M.D., Ph.D.

INTERNATIONAL UNIVERSITIES PRESS, INC.

New York

 

 

Propriety of the Erich Fromm Document Center. For personal use only. Citation or publication of 
material prohibited without express written permission of the copyright holder. 
 

Eigentum des Erich Fromm Dokumentationszentrums. Nutzung nur für persönliche Zwecke. 
Veröffentlichungen – auch von Teilen – bedürfen der schriftlichen Erlaubnis des Rechteinhabers. 

 

Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International 
Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]



Preface by J
Acknowled;
Introductio

1.

2.

3.

4.

6.

7.

8.

12.

13.

14.

The Psj
Accessil

Schizop
Discussi

Review

and Am

The Pri]

Observa
The Psy(
The Pro

and the.

The Pro

ipEarlie
Joan R'iv

9.' Va&JZkt
10. Present_'

_ Theory a
ll.~TheStru

Survey o
The Fun

Psychoar
Introduc

Problems

Neurotic

Remarks

15. Psychoan
and Philo

16. Selection
Psychoan

17. Psychic E
Possibility

 

 

Propriety of the Erich Fromm Document Center. For personal use only. Citation or publication of 
material prohibited without express written permission of the copyright holder. 
 

Eigentum des Erich Fromm Dokumentationszentrums. Nutzung nur für persönliche Zwecke. 
Veröffentlichungen – auch von Teilen – bedürfen der schriftlichen Erlaubnis des Rechteinhabers. 

 

Waelder, R., 1976: Psychoanalysis: Observation, Theory, Application, New York (International 
Universities Press) 1976, pp. 308-337. [= Waelder, R., 1980]




