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Denr Sylvias,

I've just finished reading the discusslon sectinn of
your critical evaluation of psvchoanalytic theories of in-
fant development in the Quarterly. It's a splendid job that
you've done there., I enjoyed reading 1t and learned a lot,

What you wrote about psychoanalysis and general psy-

chology raises a question in my mind. Since Hartmann 1s long
since dead, we can never Xnow exactly what he had in mind,
but my own idea is this. Until 1926 psychoanalysis or, bet-
ter, psychoanalytic psychology, psychoanalytic theory, was
a psychopathology. The aspects of normal psychology 1t had
something to say about were those aspects that Freud 1ab-
eled everyday psychopathology: slips and errors, dreams, €vV-
en jokes. What they had in common was a return of the rep-
ressed, 1.e., a fallure of repression. Such 1little fail-
ures of repression are well within the bounds of normality,
saild Preud, but they're identical--or very similar--to the
major fallures that give rise to mental 1illness. Hartmann
sensed that there's more to the contribution of psychoanal-
ysls to normal psychology than just that and he tried to
establish the connection with his essay on the role of adam-
the ego in adantation in 1939. (Incidentally, he wrote an
outline of lIpsychoanalytic theory for vsychologi sts--from
the point of view of a psycholoeist--in 1929.) His effort
fell short of his goal for two reasons, I think, One was
the reason you point to: his idea of "ego functions,” an
jdea that leads to a morass if one follows it conscientious-
1y in one's thinking. The other was hls increasing reliance
on the concept of neutralization. something he concelved as
an ego function, or the result of a special ego function.
I agree with you that psychoanalyvsis can't become a part of
normal psychology by followins those routes, but that's what
Hartmann was after, if I'm rischt. He wanted to make mnsycho-
analysls more than just a psychopathology, he wanted to make
it a general psychology, 1.e. a part of normal psychology as
well as a psychopathology.

Whether or not my speculation abhout Hartmamm's goal
is correct, I think that psychoanalysis is now a general bsy-
chology in the sense that it has lots to say about normal
psychology as well as about psychopathologv. As I see it,



the most important thing it has to sav about normal psych-
ology concerns the role of vsychic confiict in normal psych-
1c functioning. 'One sb»ould add, I thrhink, that there 1s
much that it contributes to the role of confliet and, more
generally, the role of childhood instinectual wishes in nor-
mal psychic development, which is one of your points, isn't
1t? I admire the combination of clarity and tact with which
you put what I read as your main noint: one who investig-
ates early child development must be both well informed
psychoanalytically and expert as an observer of child behav-
jor--or would 1t be better to say observational psychology?
Anyway, well trained in both areas. How true, how truetl

And how rare!

AnywAay, Sylvia, congratulations. You wrote a first
rate review. It was a pleasure to be with you in Phil,
See you again soon, I hope.

Begt regards,

Charlie



