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Report of the Standing Committee on the
STUDY GROUP FOR GROUP ANALYSIS

Prepared for the European Meeting of the Board of Directors of the |IAGP at
the Hotel Tivoli, Lisbon, September 6-8, 1891

by Juan Campos Avillar

The Report will cover three main points:

1. A short history of the establishment of this Committee.

2. The institutional significance of the concept of “Study Group” as an alternative
to the establishment of “Sections” contemplated in Article X of the Bye-Laws in
regard to the attainment of the general purpose of the IAGP.

3, Undertakings and projects contemplated by this Chair, proposals for the
organization of the Committee and philosophy and line of sction to be
implemented by the Study Group for Group Analysis.

1. A short history of the establishment of this Commitiee.

This Comumittee was set up on recommendation of the Board of Directors Meeting at
Cumberland Lodge, England, on September 3, 1988 and its Chairmanship, later, entrusted
to me by President Fern Cramer-Azima on November 15, 1989, It is not clear to this Chair
if the role, functions and purpose for the “Group Analytic Study Group Standing
Committee” are the same than those suggested by the above mentioned Board of Directors
resolution under the denomination of “Study Group for Group Analysis” but we take it
they are and prefer the latter, abbreviated SGGA. Since in the specialized field of practice
under the denomination of group analysis the question of names and their meanings as they
relate to communication are important, I suggest we start by re-reading what has been
officially published up to now in this respect.

On page 5 of the Cumberland Lodge Minutes, under the heading "Special Section of the
TAGP" it says:

“Juan Campos expanded on his previous propesal for a permanent section of Group
Analysis within the IAGP. A Brief was distributed to the Board in advance of this
meeting which contained statements from various Board members as to the
viability of his proposal. In the following discussion various members spoke
mainly of the difficulties that might ensue from a Section formation and that the
IAGP remain not partisan. Cramer-Azima introduced the concept of Study Group
for Group Analysis, or for that matter a technique for other groups whe wish to
explore interests in group properties, research, elc.

*The Study Group may be disbanded after a period of time when its function has
been completed, or may continue over time. In this format sections are not
permanently created in any competitive fashion. Different group theoretical models



may thus exist in loyal harmony within an interactional organization. The
consensus of the Board was that the Study Group was a good solution for this and
other petitions, Campos agreed and asked that the Study Group be announced in the
next Newsletter”,

Correspondingly on page 3, of the IAGP Newsletter, Vaol. VIL, No. 1 of January 1989
appears the following statement under HIGHLIGHTS: IAGP BOARD OF DIRECTORS
MEETING, CUMBERLAND LODGE, ENGLAND, SEPTEMBER 2-4, 1989;

“A petition for the ereation of a Farmal Section within the IAGP of Group Analysis
was put forward by Dr. Juan Campos, It was felt that the creation of a field sub-
group within the organization would not be advantageous in view of our small
membership, The concept of Study Group for Group Analysis was then proposed
and accepted as a viable alternative for members to bond together for a certain
period of time for common professional interests.”

This settles the question of the SAGA/GAAS proposal: to my understanding it was
approved, although under a different administrative category and o new denomination, I
think it would be helpful, however, to quote here in full the content of the proposal where
the original aims are stated. On May 29, 1987, I circulated among my fellow-members of
the Executive Committee o memorandum notifying them that on behalf of a group of
twenty-five individual members of our Association, headed by myself, we were getting
ready to submit to the Board meeting the following September at the Vrije Universiteit,
Amsterdam, a petition 1o establish a8 Permanent Specialized Analytic Section in Group
Analysis of the IAGP (the SAGA/GAAS project) in the following terms:

“Ever since 1970, and specially since 1980, an impaortant number of group-analysts,
individual members of our Association, have been trying to establish an
international network of communication in order to further develop the work
that in favor of the development of Grou p Analysis in theory and practice they
perform in their local or national societies, institutes and organizations.

"Most of these activities have taken place so far at events coinciding with the
World Congresses organized by our Association andfor at the European
Symposium in Group Analysis. At this point of history, however, and after serious
consideration, the below signing members of the Association believe that the aims
by them pursued will be better served under the auspices and coverage offered by &
Specialized Section considered under Article X of the LAGP Constituticn.

“The Statutes for this Section will adopt... the blueprint designed eriginally by §.
H. Foulkes for the organization of GAIPAC in 1967, that is, the one of a large
contineous study group and continuous seminar constituted by a network of

operative local groups linked together by correspondence and pericdical face to

face meetings.”



This memorandum to the Executive was accompanied by a personal letter asking their
opinion about this project and was made extensive also to Past presidents and other senior
members of the Association asking them their honest opinion regard the viability of the
project and its appropriateness for the whole of the Association. That was part of the
procedure that back in Zagreb in 1986 President Leutz had advised us to follow in order to
avoid resistances to its approval. Some of the commentaries received and the whole
argumentation justifying the petition were summarized in the report supporting the
application before the Board of Directors Meeting at the Vrije Universiteit in September
1987, Other members’ response wis so positive as for signing the petition themselves. (An
outline of this procedure, the draft of the Amsterdam presentation and of the above
mentioned Brief have been re-edited and brought up to date and are-aveitrbie—for-the
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Those are the official texts. They cannot reflect, though, all the work done nor the
emotions kindled by the question of “Sections of the IAGP* which extends itself, in our
case, as far back as 1979 and, in the case of Foulkesian Group Analysis proper, maybe as
far back as before the Vienna Congress in 1967. It is striking, however, that after a long
roundabout in the case of the SAGAJGAAS project, cur organization came to grant
permission for the development of the initistive as ariginally intended, namely the cne of

“2u large=contindous study group in Group Analysis - paradoxically, the same ocutcome
which Foulkes ‘was forced to follow in the previous attempt: The GATPAC project.

Some points of caution before we proceed to the guestion of Sections in the IAGP.
Firstly, even though in the above text there is no reference to it, the question of a Section
within the IAGP was prompted by events within the European Group-Analytical
Movement, initiated at an encounter between “UK-members” and “Overseas-members” of
the Group Analytic Society (London) and active correspondents of GAIPAC that took
place during the 1980 Congress of Group Psychotherapy in Copenhaguen. Secondly,
regardless of their society membership, the people who sponsored the initiative for a
Section within the IAGP, the concept of group analysis they adhered to is not the
restrictive one equivalent te group-analytic psychotherapy but the slightly mare
comprehensive one adopted by Foulkes himself during the First Eurcpean Symposium of
Group Analysis in 1970 in Lishon referring to the various methods and thesries essentially
compatible with psycho-analytic and group-analytic assumptions. ! Finally, it has to be
considered that many of the people interested in this approach are neither members of the
G A 5 nor of the IAGP but would be likely candidates for the latter in case it included such
a specific interest area.

Of course, for people who are not familiar with the history of Psycho-Analysis and Group
Anlysis and who have not lived in their own flesh the difficulties involved in taking such a
step, the actual developments we are considering are not easily understandable. In my own
case, my familiarity with these matters and the reflection upon my own experience has
helped me to develop the concept of “professional plexus” which I consider my most
serious thearetical contribution to Group Analysis.



2. The institutional significance of the concept of "Study Group” as an
alternative to the establishment of "Sections" contemplated in Article X of
the Bye-Laws ? in regard to the attainment of the general purpose of the
IAGP.

Omne of the obvious facts that comes from reading the whole of literature generated by this
proposal is that the main source of concern expressed and the kind of difficulties
manifested in accepting the petition for a Section in Group Analysis are more directly
related 1o a matter of principles involved in setting up sections - *,..the difficulties that
might ensue from a Section formation and that the IAGP remain not partisan” - than with
the opportunity and viability of the concrete propesal under consideration as should be
expected. What the Group-AnalytiesSection, unleashed-gould have been prompted by any
attempt at section forming regardless of denomination, Psycho-Analysis, Psychodrama, or
whatever...There is no disguise either that the remedy, the “...concept af Study Group for
Group Analysis, or for thar martter a technique for other groups who wish to explore
iRlerests in group properties, research, erc.”, in Cramer-Azima's words, wax intended and
understood as a foolproof panacea as well as a preventive measure for all future atempts,
"... The consensus of the Board was that the Study Group was a good solution for this and
other petitions.” and “a viable alternative for members to bond logether for a certain

period of time for common professional interests,” (The Newsletter). M g

It was over this topic, and not about Group Analysis, that the discussion at the Board came
to a deadlock. It had very little to do with the temporal or permanent character of the
petition for a Section, eventuality forseen in Article X and easily solved by acoepting it on
o temporary basis or even afler a time of probation, The solution of a Study Group for
Group Analysis had the virtue of solving onee and for ever a bothering problem without
having to amend the constitution. So now that Article X is no lenger applicable, if a group
of members wants to set up an interest section the only thing to do is to ask for the
establishment of a Committee. This “salomonic verdict®, unless it changes nothing but
names, is unlikely to satisfy neither those in favor nor these against the approval of that
particular Section. It escapes my comprehension why that sclution, more akin to an ad hoe
committee contemplated in Article XI-H.3, is more acceptable than to one of a Section,
unless it is because the former is under the direct surveillance of the Presidency.

Also, I find questionable the logic behind the argument that we cannot allow for Sections
because of the small number of members in cur Association and, for the same token, those
which claim that “the IAGP is far from reaching the level of organization which would
allow for differentiation”. Certainly most of the threats to the “integrity” of the Association
and of the risk of “fragmentation” are based on these premises. I also ask myself how many
mure-dmudnshavemsub}rbefqumchﬂmnumb:rﬁfmmb:mmdﬂudegm:ﬂf
maturity which allows a safe encugh differentiation. Could it not be that precisely those



Finally, regard the social projection of our work, 1 wonder if by aveiding to face thoss
"secessionist” issues, we are not failing as well to investigate n problem highly relevan: to
society today, at a point of history when, with the cold war melted and the wall of Berlin
demolished, states and blocks of nations cannot find a better alternative than the upsurge of
nationalisms and integrisms and as an only response war - civil or world wide - theme very
much akin to the one which gathers us in Montreal. Could we - specialists in group living -
not find healthier solutions? The Catalan definition of health says that health is a way of
living which is autenomous, solidary and joyful, the joy that comes from coping
successfully with internal and external problems. Would that do for our group living? Is
that what we think of when we talk of Study Groups?

The concept of Study Group has different meanings according to the context in which it is
used, and needs further clarification. Could this nat be one of the first tasks of such o
Committee? For instance, within the psychoanalytical framework, study groups always
have been forerunners of socicties and, in this sense, the Psychologische Mittwoch
Gesellschaft of Prof. Freud in Vienna could be understood as one, the same than the
Group of Freudian Researchers - or Physicians - in Ziirich, Even today, the IPA calls
Study Groups its Societies in the making, when they are on probation and under the
surveillance of more senior societies. That was not the case in the carly days of the
American Psychoanalytical Association, when direct membership to it was still allowed. A
similar situation to the one of the LAGP with IM's and OM's.

Quite on the contrary, within the group-analytic framework, the Lifwynn Foundation for
Rescarch in Analytieal and Social Psychiatry constituted by Trigant Burrow and
collaborators in 1927, may as well be considered o Study Group and, we could also
consider a Study Group the Monday Group at 7, Linnell Close, convened by 5. H.
Foulkes, where those practicing group psychotherapy in London used to meet from 1946
onwards. Finally, as was mentioned in the application, the model firstly considered by the
SAGA/GAAS project wes the “continuous large study group®, launched by S. H.
Foulkes in 1967 with GAIPAC when he no lenger could maintain the hope of establishing
a Section of Group Analysis within the Internation Couneil. Muybe the phantem of that

unsettled business is still pending! 4

In English "study” refers to "appiving the mind as to acquire knowledge or understanding,
as by reading, investigating, ete... and also the careful attention and the critical
examination and investigation of any subject, eveni, ete..”, to me all good enough
descriptions for the group task of a Study Group for Group Analysis. In other words, an
attempt of applying our own speeial knowledge and skill to the “group settings® where we
gather, the same sort of task Herndn Kesselman and myself set out to perform when we
studied the consonances, dissonances and resonances between Foulkes and Pichén-Riviére
with our Operative Group Analysis (Zagreb Congress 1986), or the definition Fabrizio
Nepolitani used for Group Analysis as a Training Network in Action (European
Symposium of Group Analysis, Zagreb 1984),

Iwauld]ik:tﬂﬁddﬂmtm;.ri.nlminwhntmnbtdmcrihndasaﬂtud}rﬁmupﬂaﬂndin
Y OWI country as scon as 1979 in the more senior of our group association, the SEPTG



(Sociedad Espafiola de Psicoterapin y Téenicas de Grupo) which became an Organizational
Member of the LAGP as o result of applying this sont of study in its own organization from
the BlVies onwards, For example, the "Colectivo de trabajo grupal Barcelona”, while
reviewing the group work done in that country during the 70%es in preparation of the
theme of the Symposium of the SEPTG in Mallorca in 1980 on “The Group Approach for
a Mational Health Service®, for more than one year constituted itself as a Study Group.
Then, in the early B0%es, we formed Convergencin Analitica Internacional and later
Grupo Anilisis Operativo, two professional groups in the making, Study Groups in the
proper sense, seeking an international context to develop and which could fit neither into
the AGPA nor the IAGP because there was room for individuals or organizations but not
for groups. All these experiences are the material from which my concept of "professional
plexus” developed and which in tum inspires the creation of <<Grup d'Andlisi
Barcelona>> and the Jomadas Internacionales from which Sociednd Espadola para el
Desarrollo del Grupo, ln Psicoternpia y el Psicoandlisis, another Organizational
Member of the IAGP sprang.

Summing up, as I understand, the aim to be achieved with the Study Group for Group
Analysis is to operationally take measures and effectively establish means that favor at an
international level the sort of communication and interactions which better serve the
development of that branch of science and body of practice that goes under the
denomination of Group Analysis, I hope that this definition fits with the one employed by
the Board of the IAGP. For Group Analysis certainly this is good enough. After all, the
first paper ever presented by the Linnell Close group back in 1948 at the London Congress
for Mental Health was "The Study of Communication in a Group by a Group” [(TGA,
p.209),

Meanwhile, I think that the time has come to report on the work done under this
denomination, regardless of the definition, and to concretize its actual organization and the
work to be done in the future.

3. Undertakings and projects contemplated by this Chair, proposals for the
organization of the Committee and philosophy and line of action to be
implemented by the Study Group for Group Analysis.

What do we understand by Group Analysis? and, who is interested in Group Analysis and
in what way? would be the first questions 1o answer by this Committee in order to start jts
task. A first step in this direction was given by the Membership Directory 1986-89, where
individual members identified themselves with s particular denomination and had a chance
for a self-presentation.

We will use this source to start a correspondence in relation to these questions, informing
of the existence of this Committee and convening a face to face encounter at the Montreal

Congress,

There are two other tasks arising from previous Congresses which I propose this
Committee to assume: The one of PLEXUS Editore(s), whose first meeting took place



during the Amsterdam Congress and the one of Group Analysis Mare Nostrum, a Panel
which has been running since Opatija in 1985 and also met in Zagreb and Amsterdam.
Both endeavors have in common the attempt of building a bridge across language barriers
and orientaticns between group analysts at an international level.

The Committee comtemplates the establishment of an international center of information
amd documentation in Group Analysis addressed at linking those existing already in
different language areas, asking their instirutional support and fostering cooperation
between them.

We are well aware that all these activities imply a dedication of time and money that
cannot be expected 1o be nbsorbed by the budget of the IAGP and that people joining the
Study Group will have to pay a %ﬂ;&aﬁpﬁnn on top of their membership fees,

The Committee will encournge members to do group werk on the theme of the Inl.
Congresses, foster workshops to that effect in between Congresses in their local or national
associations and favor group presentations, true symposia, at the Congresses. We have
experimented with this approach facing the Amsterdam Congress with two Spanish
societies: the Sociedad Espafiols de Psicoterapia y Técnicas de Grupo and Socledad
Espanola para el Desarrollo del Grupo, la Psicoterapia y el Psicoandlisis with very good
results. As mentioned above, not only the societies benefitted from the experience but they
joined the IAGP as organizations as many of of their individual members did, Finall ¥, We
completely sgree with the recommendation that Dr. Fidler made in reference to
Specialized Sections in that the responsibilities assigned to them and the privilege afforded
them should be clearly defined and we think that this would equally apply to this
Commitiee. JTRDY GAsur I GRosur MIRLYESS (N ITTEE

Contemplating the schedule for the Lisbon Meeting, we see that there is plenty of time for
discussion groups to be arranped, so we ask now for meetings of our Committee to be
scheduled for Friday afternoon and Saturday in order to further develop our program and
to concretize questions such as appointments of members to the Committee, relationship
with the Executive and the Presidency, subscription fees, etc. So, that what we report back
on Sunday morning can be circulated among the pecple who formally signed the petition
and others who have shown interest in the project ever since.

Barcelona, August 1, 1991

Copy of this Report goes to: | _T"L [ @M,LUW

Officers of the Executive,
Past Presidents and Members of the Board who were consulted about
the project andfor who signed the petition,
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THE SAGAJGAAS PROJECT A BRIEF ON THE
SPECIALIZED INTEREST SECTION IN GROUP ANALYSIS

Bomrd of Direclors , Camberiasd, Lodge Seplember 2 - 4, 19955

(Proposal submited by Dr. Campos)

Barcelona, August 20th, 1988, Reprinted fir Lishon August 2nd, 1991
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Procedure

CIRCULAR as August 22, 1988

So0,. na fur as procedure is concerned things cannot be more clear,. even thought they are quile time

. expensive., and complicated If the initlative bs wken in between Congresses and. has
to collect the 25, signatures by correspondence.. To give you.. an bdea in our case,. we colncided
with President Dr.. Crete Leutz with that 1 would be wise to inform. members of the, Executive
byun-urhufmmmmhﬂmmrdmmd.itpnﬂbh.mmmﬂmﬂmm“ﬂhﬁmh
ihe Section the steps wero &8 follows:

l.. The initistive parted from conclusions reached at & Seminar held a1 the Sacro Cuare. of Rame,
on Apel 3rd., 1987, among groupanalyss, members of different affiliate organizations and ex-
perts in organization which had been. lmplied from. the beginnings. and for years in. the both, or
cither the development of OOIRAG,. the Confedertion.. of lallan,, Organlzations concemned with
group analytic research and of. Buropean. Group Analysis.. Later,.. Apeil 101h,, this decision. was
communicated to several, prychoanalysts,, actusl or.. prospective member of owr Assoclstion at-
tending. the European Forum.. of Prychoanalysis beld in Barceloma.. Similar mectings and equal
conclusions were reached at "ad hoc™ meetings beld in Madrid, April 11th, Bilbao April 24th, Va-
lencia, June 12-15th, and finally during the Oxford Symposium of Group Asalyss,. September |-
Teh 19%7,. just before. going taking the spplication to Amaterdar.

2., Since there was po precedent of such & situation we were well. aware thal. by taking action. in
favor v against, s special interest. section we were likely. to sob. up procedure we agreed. with.,
President Dr.. Cirete Lotz that it.. would be.. wise to inform., members of the Executive, by letier
before we, meet. in. Amsterdam and,, If. possible,. submil o draft on. alms and. regulstions for the
Section..

The first | did by, sending the memorandum, and.. » personalised. circular. letior. sttached. 1o all
Executive Officers. and Councillors,. which, were made extensive. to former and past. Presidents
and Members. of. the Board., of Directors who,. were likely 1o be. concemned and also. to represen-
tative persons of groupanalytic, organizations, regardless if they were affillated pot. 1o. our Asso-
clation or members in good standing, but who may be. interested in supporting. or opposing the
proposal.. We also sent copies 1o people whom we had invited 1o sign the application or o support
our pelition,

On second thought,. however it was felt thatit would not be sdvisable 1o draw of. & definite outline
for regulstions of the Section’s.. Its organization,. financial sccountability and representability,
should be the prerogative of the founding members of that Section cace the Board of Directors
was 10 made explicit the adequute framework and limits of delegated responsibility and sute-
nomy., With this restrictions. and., &s.. &, matter.. of., principle, it.. was.. undemstood.. mermbers-
hip 10, Section limited exclusively 0. “individual members® of the IAGP. in. good standing,. and
pol Lo, "organiza- donal members™, or. “members of affilisted. organizations®., That way it was
hoped. 1o increase and enrich in individual membership 1o. the Assoclations. instead of decreasing
iL.. As & meter, of fact some people already became apply for membership. under the assumption.
there was in. the Association such sort of sections... 3. Had, the SAGA/GAAS group submined
the dully signed. application. then. it the. Board's. at its discretion 1o decide if W establish or not
the section and 1o, report. on. the action. tken to the next General Assembly and 1o all s mem-
bers by now... They do not so. they save the. Directors from the tricky. question. of. having. to.
pronounce themselves, regards if to establish. this particular section serves or. nol the purpose of.
our Association. and. to, provide for the. cooperation in the organization of congresses... 4.. The
explicit. motivation. of. people. signing the. spplication. was., namely,. *w0. establish an interns-
tional network of communication in order 1o further develop in. theary and. practice the work In
fuvor of Group Analysis. (that is. io say. all group theories. and praxis in sccordance. with the
Fundsmenta]. principles of Prychoanalysis, and of Group. Analysis). and the enthusiastic response
of those who support the project. even. if. have. adhere, to. the. project. -some. non., members, of
the Association considered membership in case we counted with a Section.. ..



Report of the Standing Committee on the

STUDY GROUP FOR GROUP ANALYSIS

Prepared for the European Meeting of the Board of Directors of the IAGP
al the Hotel Tivoli, Lishon, September 6-8, 1991

by Juan Campos Avillar

The Report will cover three main poinis:

I A short history of the establishment of this Committee.

2 The mstitutional significance of the concept of "Siudy Group” as an
alternative 10 the establishment of "Sections” contemplated in Article X of the
Bye-Laws in regard to the attainment of the general purpose of the IAGP

3 Underakings and projects contemplated by this Chair, proposals for the
organization of the Committee and philosophy and Ene of action o be
implemented by the Study Group for Group Analysis.

1. A short history of the establishment of this Commiltee.

This Committee was set up on recommendation of the Board of Directors Meeting at
Cumberland Lodge, England. on September 3, 1988 and its Chairmanship, later,
entrusted 10 me by Pressdent Fern Cramer-Azima on November 15, 1989 It is not
clear to this Chair if the role, functions and purpose for the "Group Analytic Study
Group Standing Committee™ arc the same than those suggested by the above
mentioned Board of Direciors resolution under the denomination of "Study Group
for Group Analysis™ but we take it they are and prefer the latter, abbreviated
SGGA. Since in the specialized field of practice under the denomination of group
analysis the question of names and thar meanings as they relaie 10 communication
m:unpnrtmt I suggest we start by re-reading what I'u.sbmnm:u.'ll_-.r published up
10 now in this respect.

On page 3 of the Cumberland Lodge Minutes, under the heading "Special Section
of the IAGP® it says

“Juan Campos expanded on his previous proposal for a permanent section of
Group Analysis within the IAGP A Bref was distributed to the Board in
advance of this meeting which contained statements from various Board
members as to the viability of his proposal In the following discussion
vanous members spoke mainly of the difficulties that might ensue from a
Section formation and that the IAGP remain not partisan Cramer- Azima
introduced the concept of Study Group for Group Analysis, or for that matter
a technique for other groups who wish to explore interests in group
properties, rescarch, eic

“The Study Group may be dishanded afier a period of time when its funclion
has been completed, or may continue over time. In this format sections are



not permanently created in any competitive fashion. Diflerent group
theoretical models may thus exist in loyal harmony within an interactional
organization The consensus of the Board was that the Study Group was a
good solution for this and other petitions. Campos agreed and asked that the
Study Group be announced in the next Newsletter”

Cormrespondingly on page 3, of the IAGP Newsletter, Vol VIII, No. | of January
1989 appeass the following statement under HIGHLIGHTS: 1AGF BOARD OF
DIRECTORS MEETING, CUMBERLAND LODGE, ENGLAND, SEPTEMBER
-4, 1989

*A petition for the creation of a Formal Section within the IAGP of Group
Analysis was put forward by Dr. Juan Campos It was felt that the creation of
a field sub-group within the organization would not be advantageous in view
of our small membership. The concept of Study Group for Group Analysis
was then proposed and accepted as a viable alternative for members to bond
together for a certain period of time for common professional interests.”

This settles the question of the SAGA/GAAS proposal; to my understanding it was
approved, although under a different administrative category and a new
denomination | think it would be helpfial, however, to quote here in full the content
of the proposal where the original aims are stated. On May 29, 1987, 1 circulated
among my fellow-members of the Executive Committee a memorandum notifying
them that on behalf of a group of twenty-five individual members of our Association,
headed by myself, we were getling ready to submit to the Board meeting the
following September at the Vrije Universiteit, Amsterdam, a petition to establish a
Permanent Specialized Analytic Section in Group Analysis of the TAGP (the
SAGA/GAAS project) in the following terms

“Ever since 1970, and specially since 1980, an important number of group-
analysts, individual members of our Association, have been trying to establish
an international network of communication in order to further develop
the work they perform in favor of the development of Group Analysis in
theory and practice they perform in their local or national societies,
institutes and organizations

"Most of these activities have taken place so far at events coinciding with the
World Congresses organized by our Association and/or at the European
Symposiums in Group Analysis. At this point of history, however, and after
seriots consideration, the below signing members of the Association beheve
thal the aims by them pursued will be better served under the auspices and
coverage offered by a Specialized Section considered under Article X of the
IAGP Constitution

*The Statutes for this Section will adopt_. the blueprimt designed originally by
S H Foulkes for the organization of GAIPAC in 1967, that is, the onc of a
large continuous study group and continuous seminar constituled by a



nelwork of operative local groups linked together by correspondence and
periodical face 1o face mectings "

This memorandum to the Executive was accompanied by a personal letier asking
thewr opimion about this project and was made extensive also to Past presidents and
other sentor members of the Assocciation asking them their honest opinion regard the
viability of the project and its appropriateness for the whole of the Association
That was part of the precedure that back in Zagreb in 1986 President Leutz had
advised us to follow in order to avoid resistances to its approval Some of the
commentaries received and the whole argumentation justifying the petition were
summarnized in the report supporting the application before the Board of Directors
Meeting at the Vinje Universiteit in September 1987, Other members' response was
so positive as for signing the petition themselves. {An outline of this procedure, the
draft of the Amsterdam presentation and of the above mentioned Brief have been re-
edited and brought up to date and accompany this Report,

Those are the official texts. They cannot reflect, though, all the work done nor the
emotions kindled by the question of "Sections of the IAGP" which extends itself, in
our case, as far back as 1979 and, in the case of Foulkesian Group Analysis proper,
maybe as far back as before the Vienna Congress in 1967 It is striking, however,
that after a long roundabout way in the case of the SAGA/GAAS project, our
organization came to grant permission for the development of the initiative as
onginally intended, namely the one of a large continuous study group in  Group
Analysis - paradoxically, the same outcome which Foulkes was forced to follow in
the previous attempt: The GAIPAC project.

Some points of caution before we proceed to the question of Sections in the IAGP

Firstly, even though in the above text there is no reference to it, the question of a
Section within the TAGP was prompted by events within the European Group-
Analytical Movement, initiated at an encounter between "UK-members" and
“Overseas-members" of the Group Analytic Society (London) and active
comespondents of GAIPAC that took place during the 1980 Congress of Group
Psychotherapy in Copenhaguen Secondly, regardless of their society membership,

the people who sponsored the initiative for a Section within the TAGP, the concept of
group analysis they adhered to is not the restrictive one equivalent to group-analytic
psychotherapy but the slightly more comprehensive one adopted by Foulkes himself
during the First European Symposium of Group Analysis in 1970 in Lisbon referring
to ihe various methods and theories essentially compatible with psycho-analytic and
group-analytic assumptions ! Finally, it has to be considered that many of the peaple

I S H Foulkes. 1970: “The Symposium in retrospect: An introduction to the discussion in
GAIPAC™ (GRAAN 4-1-1971). "I have adopied the term “group-analysis® only afler it had been
relinguished by Trigant Burrow and for many years | was the only one 1o use it Later 1 spoke more
specifically of group-amalytic psychotherapy, afler giving much thought to what was the best term to
be used in order o express the fact that this method is based fundamentally on the group . | used the
terms group-analysis and group-amalytic psychotherapy as synonymous, bul have more recently found
il uselil o wse group analysis as a slightly more comprehensive term for varions methods and (heories
a5 they are on o basis essentially compatible with psycho-analytic and group-analytic assumptions. *



interested in this approach are neither members of the G A S nor of the TAGP but
would be likely candidates for the latter in case it included such a specific interest
area

OF course, for people who are not familinr with the history of Psycho-Analysis and
Group Anlysis and who have not lived in their own flesh the difficulties involved in
wking such u step, the actual developments we are considering are not easily
understandable. In my own case, my familiarity with these matters and the reflection
upon my own experience has helped me 1o develop the concept of "professional
plexus” which | consider my most serious theoretical contribution to Group Analysis

2. The institutional significance of the comcept of "Study Group™ as an
alternative to the establishment of "Sections" contemplated in Article X of the
Bye-Laws 7 in regard to the attainment of the general purpose of the IAGP,

One of the obvious facts that comes from reading the whole of literature generated
by this proposal is that the main source of concern expressed and the kind of
difficulties manifested in accepting the petition for a Section in Group Anelysis are
muore directly related to a matter of principles involved in setting up sections - “...th
difficalties that might ensue from a Section formation and that the IAGE remain noi
partisan” - than with the opportunity and viability of the concrete proposal under
consideration as should be expected. What the Group-Analytic Section unleashed
could have been prompted by any attempt at section forming regardless of
denomination, Psycho-Analysis, Psychodrama, or whatever . There is no disguise
either that the remedy, the " concept of Stdy Group for Group Analysis, or for that
matier a technigue for other groups who wish fo explore fmterests in group
properties, research, efe,”, m Cramer-Azima’s words, was infended and nndlerstood
ay a foolproof panacea as well ax a preventive measure for all future attempis, ©
The consensus of the Board was that the Study Group was a good solution for this
and other petitions * and “a viable alternative for members to bond fogether for a
certain period of ime for commen professiomal imieresis,” (The Mewsletter, January
198%)

It was over this topic, and not about Group Analysis, that the discussion at the Board
came 1o a deadlock. 1t had very little to do with the temporal or permanent character
of the petition for a Section, eventuality forseen in Article X and easily solved by
accepting it on a temporary basis or even after a time of probation. The solution of a
Study Group for Group Analysis had the virtue of solving once and for all a

bothering problem without having to amend the constitution So now that Arnticle X

2 ARTICLE X - HFFTI(}HH *The Board of Dircctars may in its discretion csiablish wmporary or
permancil sections based on specinlueed inlerest in order 10 serve e purpese of our Association and
1o provade for the cooperation in the organization of congresses. Under sich conditions as the Board
of Directors may sel up, sections may be erganized for their individual cooperation in ways consistent
with the arganieation of (he Interietional Association and its broad purpeses. The range of soctions
will depend upon present and future nocds. Action to mitiale a section may be mitated by an
application 1o the Baard signed by twenty five members ol the Association ®



15 no longer applicable, il a group of members wants to set up an interest section the
only thing to do is 1o ask for the establishment of a Committee. This "salomonic
verdict”, unless it changes nothing but names, is unlikely to satisfy neither those in
favor nor those apainst the approval of that particular Section. It escapes my
comprehension why that solution, more akin to an ad hoe committee contemplated in
Article XI-H?, is more acceptable than to one of a Section, unless it is because the
former is under the direct surveillance of the Presidency.

Also, | ind questionable the logic behind the argument that we cannot allow For
Sections because of the small number of members in our Association and, for the
same token, those which claim that "the IAGP is far from reaching the level of
organizalion which would allow for differentiation™. Certanly most of the threats io
the “integrity”™ of the Association and of the risk of “fragmentation” are based on
these premises. | also ask mysell how many more decades have to go by before we
reach the number of members and the degree of matunity which allows a safe enough
differentiation. Could it not be that precisely those biases and fears are the ones
restraining the Association f[fom growing and attaining higher degrees of
organization” Are we not precisely forcing people to go out and form their own
international organizations, formal and independent of the IAGP, as Dr Fidler would
recommend to Psychodrama and Groupanalysis?

Finally, regard the social projection of our work, | wonder if by avoiding to face
those “secessionist™ issues, we are not failing as well to investigaie a problem highly
relevant to society today, at a point of history when, with the cold war melted and
the wall of Berlin demolished, states and blocks of nations cannot find a better
alienative than the upsurge of nationalisms and integrisms and as an only response
war - cvil or world wide - theme very much akin to the one which gathers us in
Montreal Could we - specialists in group living - not find healthier solutions? The
Catalan definition of health says that health is a way of living which is autonomous,
solidary and joyful, the joy that comes from coping successfully with internal and
exiernal problems Would that do for our group living? Is that what we think of when
we talk of Study Groups?

The concept of Study Group has different meanings according to the context in
which it is used, and needs further clarification. Could this not be one of the first
tasks of such a Committee” For instance, within the psychoanalytical framework,
study groups always have been forerunners of societies and, in this sense, the
Psychologische Mittwoch Gesellschaft of Prof Frend in Vienna could be
understood as one, the same than the Group of Freudian Researchers - or
Physicians - in Zunch Even today, the IPA calls Study Groups its Societies in the
making, when they are on probation and under the surveillance of more senior
societies. Thal was not the case in the early days of the American Psychoanalytical
Association, when direct membership to it was still allowed. A similar situation to the
one of the IAGP wath IM's and OM's

¥ AL IX, H. Ad-boc Committees - Can be appointed for centain purpuses by the President with the
approval of 1he Executrive Committee. informing the Board of Directors within sisty days.



Quite on the contrary, within the group-analytic framework, the Lifwynn
Foundation for Research in Analytical and Social Psychiatry constituled by
Trigant Burrow and collaborators in 1927, may as well be considered a Study Group
and. we could also consider a Study Group the Monday Group at 7, Linnell Close,
convened by § H, Foulkes, where those practicing group psychotherapy in London
Lsed to meet from 1946 onwards. Finally, as was mentioned in the apphication, the
model firstly considered by the SAGA/GAAS project was the "continuous large
study gronp”, launched by S. H. Foulkes in 1967 with GAIPAC when he no longer
could maintain the hope of establishing a Section of Group Analysis within the
Internation Council. Maybe the phantom of that unsettled business is still pending! 4

In English “study” refers to "applving the mind ax te acguire knowledge or
understanding, as by reading, investigating, ete... and also the careful attention and
the eritical examination and investigation of any subject, event, efc...", 10 me all
good enough descriptions for the group task of a Study Group for Group Analysis.
In other words, an attempt of applying our own special knowledge and skill to the
“group settings” where we gather, the same sort of task Hernin Kessclman and
myself set out 1o perform when we siudied the consonances, dissonances and
resonances between Foulkes and Pichon-Riviére with our Operative Group Anglysis
(IAGP Zagreb Congress 1986), or the definition Fabrizio Napolitani used for Group
Analysis as a Training Network in Action (European Symposium of Group Analysis,
Lagreh 1984).

1 would like to add that my interest in what can be described as a Study Group
started in my own country as soon as 1979 in the more semior of our group
association. the SEPTG (Sociedad Espafiola de Psicoterapia y Técnicas de Grupo)
which became an Organizational Member of the IAGP as a result of applying this
sort of study in its own organization from the 80fes onwards. For example, the

4 1 my Briel | quoled the letter from Foulkes to Raul Schindler of October 10, 1967, writicn while
they were working on the Constitution of the LAGP and for the Vicnna Program. Foulkes complaincd
{here in these terms: “At first sight [ have no particular criticism to make aboul the program in
pringiple cxcept that what was agreed in Bicnne, has not been implemented, namely that we should
hirve separate sections, in particular in Group Analysis. ", The inlerim of the Intermational Council
work between Vienna and Ziirich was the one when Foulkes' enthustasm for the TAGP grew to the
Jowest 1t is in January 1967 when he launches the No. 0 of GAIPAC which he himself cdited for the
following cighl years. In all these years, nol & singhe COMMEN], NEWS Of ANNOUNCCINCALS aboul the
activities of 1l Intemational Council or Congresses appeared in GAIPAC and. mind, he was the Vice
Prestdent of that Conncil. The only exception 1o this nake of silenoe was  a very bricl rcporl by
Malcolm Pines (GRIAN VI3 November 1973, pp.190-192) covering the International Congress of
Group Psychotherapy when the final drafl of the Constitution of the now Association was approved
nd it first Baard of Dircclors was elecled. In the first issue afier he rotired as editor (GRIAN IX/1
March 1976, p.6é), besides stating that the eventual aim of GAIPAC hias always boen an interational
association of group analysts, in his obituary of Dr Werner K.emper, a pychoanalyst who introduced
group pevchotherapy in Brazil, Foulkes made the following comment: “Kemper and 1 mel again at
Intcrnational Conpresses of Group Psychothesapy., foreranners of thos: 1o be organized by the recently
founded 1AGP, which 1 supponed in order o provide a forum for all kinds of group psychotherapy
including an independent analytical section. As Kemper wrole, in the lnst see of Group Analysis, he
well remembered a falk we had during the 1963 Milan Congress and the need we fell for an
inlernational groupanalyviic organizatien to run parallel with the olluzr.”




“Colectivo de trabajo grupal Barcelona”, while reviewing the group work done in
that country durning the 70%es in preparation of the theme of the Symposium of the
SEPTG in Mallorca in 1980 on “lhe Group Approach for a National Health
Service”, for more than one year constituted itself as a Study Group. Then, in the
early B0%les, we formed Cenvergencia Analitica Internacional and later Grupo
Anilisis Operative, two professional groups in the making, Study Groups in the
proper sense, secking an international context to develop and which could fit neither
mto the AGPA nor the IAGP because there was room for individuals or
organizations but not for groups. All these experiences are the material from which
my concepl of “professional plexus® developed and which in turmn inspires the
creation of <<Grup d'Analisi Barcelona>> and the Jornadas Internacionales from
wiach Sociedad Espaiiola para el Desarrollo del Grupo, la Psicoterapia y o
Psicoandlisis, another Organizational Member of the IAGP sprang,

Summing up, as | understand, the aim to be achieved with the Swdy Group for
Group Analysis is to operationally take measures and effectively establish means that
favor on an international level the sort of communication and interactions which
better serve the development of that branch of science and body of practice that goes
under the denomination of Group Analysis. | hope that this definition fits with the
one employed by the Board of the IAGP. For Group Analysis certainly this is good
enough After all, the first paper ever presented by the Linnell Close group back in
1943 at the London Congress for Mental Health was "The Stody of
Communication in a Group by a Group”™ {TGA, p 269)

Meanwhile, | think that the time has come to report on the work done under this
denomination, regardless of the definition, and to concretize its actual organization
and the work to be done in the future

3. Undertakings and projects contemplated by this Chair, proposals for the
organization of the Commitiee and philosophy and line of action te be
implemented by the Study Group for Group Analysis,

What do we understand by Group Analysis? and, who is interested in Group Analysis
and in what way? would be the first questions to answer by this Committee in order
to start its task. A first step in this direction was given by the Membership Directory
1986-89, where mdmidual members idemtified themselves with a particular
denomination and had a chance for a self-presentation.

We will use this source to start a correspondence in refation 1o these questions,
informing of the existence of this Committee and convening a face to face encounter
at the Monireal Congress

There are two other lasks ansing from previous Congresses which | propose this
Commuttee to assume: The one of PLEXUS Editore(s), whose first meeting took
place during the Amsterdam Congress and the one of Group Analysis Mare Nostrum,
a Panel which has been running since Opatija in 1985 and also met in Zagreb and
Amsterdam Both endeavors have in common the attempt of building a bridge across



language barriers and onentations between group analysts at an interational level

The Committee comtemplates the estabhishment of an international cemter of
information amd documentation in Group Analysis addressed at linking those existing
already in different language areas, asking their institutional support and fostering
cooperation between them,

We are well aware that all these activities imply a dedication of time and money that
cannit be expected to be absorbed by the budget of the IAGPF and that people joining
the Swudy Group will have to pay a small subscription on top of their membership
fees.

The Committee will encourage members to do group work on the theme of the Intl
Congresses, foster workshops to that effect in between Congresses in their local or
national associations and favor group presentations, true symposia, at the
Congresses. We have experimented with this approach facing the Amsterdam
Congress with two Spanish societies: the Sociedad Espaiola de Psicoterapia y
Técnicas de Grupo and Sociedad Espafola para el Desamrolle del Grupo, la
Psicoterapia y ¢l Psicoandlisis with very good results. As mentioned above, not only
the societies benefitted from the experience but they joined the ITAGP as
orgamzations as many of their individual members did.  Finally, we completely agree
with the recommendation that Dr. Fidler made in reference to Specialized Sections in
that the responsibilities assigned to them and the privilege afforded them should be
clearly defined and we think that this would equally apply to this Swdy Group
Commuittee.

Contemplating the schedule for the Lisbon Meeting, we see that there is plenty of
time for discussion groups to be arranged, so we ask now for meetings of our
Committce 1o be scheduled for Friday afternoon and Saturday in order to further
develop our program and to concretize questions such as appointments of members
to the Committee, relationship with the Executive and the Presidency, subscription
fees, etc. So, so what we report back on Sunday morning can be circulated among
the people who formally signed the petition and others who have shown interest in
the project ever since

Barcelona, August 1, 1991

m@ﬁ
Copy of this Report goes (o

Officers of the Executive, Past Presidents and Members of the Board who were
consulted about the project andior who signed the petiion and members
attendmg the GASG Meeting at Motreal




