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French Society for Psychohistory.  He has six 
books and hundreds of articles to his credit.   He  
may  be  contacted  at  <nsimms@Waikato.ac.nz>. 
 

Psychoanalysis and Academia 
in the 

United Kingdom 
Robert Maxwell Young 

University of Sheffield, England 

When I was an undergraduate at Yale in 
the 1950s, psychoanalysis had great prestige, but 
its presence in universities was largely confined to 
psychiatry departments.  Nowadays you would be 
hard put to find many recent appointments of 
psychoanalytically oriented people in psychiatry 
departments.  The more successful candidates train 
in psychopharmacology, behavioural work, or even 
research on genetics.  Except  for  Lacanians  in 
English literature, academic appointments for 
psychoanalytically trained or oriented people are 
still rare in any university department. 

But, in spite of this and all the flak in the 
"Freud Wars," the subject is far from moribund in 
certain quarters.  In Britain there have grown up in 
the last decade about a dozen graduate programs in 
psychoanalytic studies.  Most are master's, but 
there are also a good number of places where 
doctoral dissertations are being supported.  Among 
the universities with active programs are 
University College London, East London/
Tavistock Clinic, Sheffield, Essex, Manchester 
Metropolitan, and West London; there are also 
programs in Eire [Ireland] and Northern Ireland.  
People come into psychoanalytic studies from all 
sorts of backgrounds and move on to various kinds 
of work.  The curricula do not include any clinical 
work but concentrate on theory, history, and 
applications to other spheres, e.g., film, literature, 
parenting, groups, and institutions. 

I think I am right in saying that I hold the 
only chair that has so far been established in 
psychoanalytic studies.  I teach at the Centre for 
Psychotherapeutic Studies, University of Sheffield, 
where we have master's, doctoral research, and 
distance learning programs, as well as a very large 
and active web site, <http://www.shef.ac.uk/
~psysc/>, with extensive archives and guides to 
psychoanalytic resources on the Internet.  We are 
also affiliated with numerous e-mail forums, for 
example, psychoanalytic studies; Psychoanalysis & 
the Public Sphere; and Human Nature, Authority & 
Justice.  The forums attract several hundred 
subscribers a day.  The Web site where my 
writings are archived gets up to three thousand 
visitors per day, and a new one covering a wider 
range of issues in the study of human nature, 
<http://human-nature.com>, gets nearly three 
thousand per week. 

There is also a resurgence of publishing in 
this area.  I edit a quarterly journal, Free 
Associations: Psychoanalysis, Groups, Politics, 
Culture.  In February, a new academic journal, 
Psychoanalytic Studies, began publication, and 
another, PS, with a more Lacanian emphasis, has 
published one issue.  Several publishers have 
brought out books in this area, e.g., Routledge, 
Karnac, Rebus, Polity, Free Association Books 
(which I founded) and Process Press (which I now 
run).  There has even been a book devoted 
exclusively to the subject: Teaching Transference: 
On the Foundations of Psychoanalytic Studies 
(1996).  It was edited by Martin Stanton and David 
Reason.  Stanton started the first program in 
psychoanalytic studies, at the University of Kent in 
1988, but I am sorry to say that it has been closed 
down.  He was also active in founding the 
Universities Association for psychoanalytic studies 
(UAPS). 

I suppose several hundred people have 
graduated from the existing programs, and others 
are coming on stream all the time.  It is odd but 
impressive for applied psychoanalysis to be 
flourishing at a time when psychoanalytic practice 

The History of Psychohistory 
Clio's Psyche's interviews of outstanding psychohistorians (see "An American in Amsterdam: 

Arthur Mitzman," page 146) have grown into a full-fledged study of the pioneers and history of our field.  
Psychohistory as an organized field is less than 25 years old, so most of the innovators are available to 
tell their stories and give their insights.  Last March, the Forum formally launched the Makers of the 
Psychohistorical Paradigm Research Project to systematically gather material to write the history of 
psychohistory.  We welcome memoirs, letters, and manuscripts as well as volunteers to help with the 
interviewing.  People interested in participating should write, call, or e-mail Paul H. Elovitz (see page 
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is being subjected to so much criticism. 
Robert M. Young, PhD, was born in 

Dallas, Texas, and studied Philosophy at Yale and 
Medical Sciences at Rochester.  He won a 
fellowship to Cambridge, where he did doctoral 
research on the history of ideas of mind and brain 
and taught history and philosophy of the 
biomedical and human sciences.  He then made 
television documentaries for a time, set up Free 
Association Books, went into analysis, and trained 
as a psychotherapist.  He is currently Professor of 
Psychotherapy and psychoanalytic studies at the 
Centre for Psychotherapeutic Studies, University 
of Sheffield.  His publications include Darwin's 
Metaphor: Nature's Place in Victorian Culture 
(1985); Mind, Brain and Adaptation (1990); and 
Mental Space (1994). 

Special Session on 
Understanding the Impact of 

Impeachment 
(Continued from page 117) 
Constitution, and political psychology of 
America?"  "Will it change the balance of power of 
the parties, and, if so, in what ways?"  "Why the 
incredible hatred of Clinton in some quarters yet 
the consistent public opinion poll support of him 
throughout the impeachment process?"  "Is it less 
important that Clinton was acquitted by the Senate 
than that he was brought to trial for lying to try to 
cover up an extramarital sexual liaison?"  "What is 
the meaning and impact of the almost complete 
loss of privacy for public officials?"  "Will there be 
a further loss of faith in politics by the populace 
and reluctance to run by many of the most 
promising potential candidates?" 

To offer some answers to these and other 
related questions, the Forum has assembled a 
distinguished panel.  Herbert Barry (University of 
Pittsburgh) and Betty Glad (University of South 
Carolina) will fly in for our session.  Ted Goertzel 
(Rutgers), Aubrey Immelman (St. John's 
University in Minnesota) and I (Paul Elovitz, 
Ramapo College) will drive to New York to share 
our insights.  Together we represent the disciplines 
of history, politics, political psychology, 
psychoanalysis, psychology, and sociology.  All of 
us have written on Presidents and/or Presidential 
candidates.  Herbert Barry and I started on Clinton 
in February, 1992, while I first met Betty Glad in 
1976 at the first ever national psychohistorical 
convention when we were both on a panel 
discussing the psychodynamics of candidate 
Jimmy Carter.  Professor Glad has published 
extensively on Presidential character, has served as 

president of the International Society for Political 
Psychology (ISPP), and is the recipient of 
numerous honors as are the other panelists. 

Contact the Editor at <pelovitz@aol.com> 
for particulars, including time and place, of the 
session. 

Bill Clinton: 
The Dual Character of a 

President Impeached 
Aubrey Immelman 

Saint John's University 

History will make little sense of the 
misconduct and political struggles of the 42nd 
President of the United States without recourse to 
Bill Clinton's character.  Academically, the 
unforeseen legacy of the Clinton Presidency may 
well be psychohistory's place of prominence 
alongside more customary approaches to 
Presidential scholarship. 

What have we learned about the President's 
character in the course of Independent Counsel 
Kenneth Starr's investigation of the Lewinsky 
matter and the ensuing impeachment proceedings?  
To address this question I focus on three landmark 
events in the impeachment saga that illustrate the 
remarkable cross-situational consistency and 
temporal stability of President Clinton's personality 
pattern: his August 17, 1998, grand jury testimony, 
his January 19, 1999, State of the Union address, 
and his February 12, 1999, post-acquittal statement 
to the nation.  To set the stage, I offer two 
converging commentaries on Bill Clinton's 
character: the media perspective and my own 
empirically based personality assessment. 
Media Representations of Bill Clinton's 
Character 

In cracking the code of Clinton's character, 
an emerging consensus in the media is the 
President's duality.  As journalist David Brooks has 
written in The Weekly Standard, "...there are two 
sides to Bill Clinton.  There is the Yale and Oxford 
side, all policy talk and high aspiration.  But then 
there is the Elvis-loving and Hot Springs side, 
“Clinton's ... appetites for fame, sex, and approval, 
and his willingness to trample others to serve 
himself." ("Hollywood Beats Harvard," Oct. 5, 
1998: 19)  Part of the contradiction here is between 
a public persona and an undisciplined, self-
indulgent inner self. 

Newsweek's Jonathan Alter, too, has 


