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59, St. Peterg R4
Leicester
5th September 1959

—

My dear Maurice, .
. I shall be for about 2 wekk 'in
Stresa i- e- till the 15th September to attend 4 Sociology
Congress there where I have to read a paper. U shall
' gtay at Hotel Speranza. And 1fyou and Annette are anywhere
near there , it would be nice if I could s68wyou. I have not-
geen you for some time,- not since you were in on~—] have
no idea whether you are still living in Italy or whether —~——= |
this letter will reach you. If it does,do get in touch with ™~
me in any case, I should like to know how you are .
I ymself have been rather busy which 1is

I am afraid an understatement. I don"t think I have wayrked
ag much ever before in my 1ife, you know, teachlng and
in the iInterstices of all the offbcial duties one has doing
a bit of my own work. It 1s all very satisfactory.. I always
liked teaching, but just a bit more than I probably should
do., Still they have made me a Reader and that is something.,

I hope you both are well, for all I know you may have
. been 1having in London all the time - where I , to my regret,
rarely go nowadays. And I alss hope your novel 1s making
progress, Perhaps it is finished by now.

Let me just give you an outline about my very provis
onal plans now, After the 15th or 16th I shall probably go
down to Naples for a day and look for a nice spot in the
-neighboirhood were I can work in peace, I shall probably
. 80 to Wiesbaden ,n my way back to talk over my still inter_

. minable reparatgon things. Probably bhck via Amsterdam which

as I am going with Sabena does not make any difference. Ob
perhaps I shall go via Paris, I shall be back here at the
latest at the beginning of October., Term starts at the T7th,
One way or the other let me hear from you.

Yours,

it
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Myz_dgar Mauricg, work has swallowed me up a8 goon a8 I returned
to this country. And so, to my regret I was unable to keep my promise

‘ ou at once. -
and to write tg(y I am sure Annette and you know how mggb.l GnJoye%a

ou and. spending so much'time with.you - more an you probaw
gi;iggu¥d' afford - , the lovely evenings on your balcony and the
talks, It is nlce to know that although ideas may run on somewhat
different lines, that is not really what matters.,

‘ I had hoped to copy out some of my

trgnslations for Annette and you and perhaps something of my own.
But this would only delay matters more, And I.want above all to send
you the address of the Nature cure specialist: which I Just got,
If you write to the Secretary, Kingston Clinic, Liberton, Edinburgh 9
asking whether he could fix for you an appointment with Mr James
Thomson in London that according to my friend is the right procedure.
If you wish you can say that you got the address from a friend of
Prof. John Rees, 35 Beaufort Avenue, Langland, Swansea , Glam,

My friends in London say Ixskx  they will look round
for a firstrate heart specialist, but I have had not reply yet. Con-
gsensw of opinion seems to be that the Dr whose name I gave you seems
lately rather tired_and agelng. Moreover he is not a heart
speciayist, Neévertheless "ne kmows his way about.

: This I am writing just while I am coming up, so
to say, for a bit of fresh alr and before I am going under again.
I have more students than I had ever before - 120 alone in my
first year course - with classes and essays this is a good deal of
work although I have of course some help from our juniors.Etherwise
together with my courses for second and third yesr students it would
become quite unmanageable, And of course in between I try to do my
own writing. Still to fedl one is doing something worthwhile is quite
exhilareging . . An’hour ago one of the young chaps in the first year
course came to me because he could not find his name on the list
for classes,~ there is of course a lot of organising to be done
and all kind'of worries 8mall and great to be taken care of. This
was one of -them, He was taking English and French with Sociology as
his third subjectx: this year, I agked him whether he could follow
and how he liked it. And after a bit of humming and hawing he came o
with it that he found it most intersting. But why Sociology ? I asked
Well, he wanted to become a writer, but he added carefully that was
of course not his only reason for taking sociology. So I said there
wag nothing wrong with that and I did_not mind in the least &fen if
that were his main reason provided he worked hard., That apparently
encouraged him to say that he had a cousin who was' also & writer,But
he only wréte about himself and that was not his line. So I said
that this was something everyone had to Judge for 'himself., And he
Should tell me a 1little later what he got . out of it, Of course,he
wag very young. But apart fror our own specizlists we have now people

who read mathematics or physiecs or history and so onm s€ach con=-
necting it with his other studies in one way or the other, In fact I
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fact , I am trying to give them an introduetion to the study of
men, & humanistic course and a scientific course at the same time
ranging from ZBXEEARRX an understaniing of present- day increase
of world population and its causes (c880oo million people at the end
of this centyry.according to a U, N, projection!) to a bird‘s eye
view of man 8 soclal development from the old gtone age.
: Well, you can, see , 1t carries me away,- but if one would
not really llke what one does, where would one be ? .
) I hope this letter 1s not to6o late to reach you in Rome ,
If you come to. England let me know your whetreabouts and if you are
free come here, but let me know in advance. You will probably find
Leicester a nbt very interesting town., It is a busy, very wealthy,
not too dirty-and culturally rather humdrum town. .But the people
* are nlee. And I can show you the University with its view of the
cemetary "immortalised " by the entrance passgges of Lucky Jim,
, There i1s one point more. I found that the Monterlans
which I-had for you have got a bit® dusty and tried to get other copies
without success. So I shall you these, - I hope you don't. mind.

With a1l good wishes for Annette and you

5 .
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The BENJAMIN FRANKLIN MAGAZINE AWARDS
Administered by the University of Illinois : URBANA

161 Administration Bldg.
To March 25, 1955
Magazine Personnel
Everywhere:

The University of Illlinois announces with pleasure that the
dinner for the presentation of the second annual

BENJAMIN FRANKLIN MAGAZINE AWARDS

wlll be held in the Presidential Room of the Statler Hotel,
Washington, D. C., on May 11, at 7:00 p.m. The price will be $8
per plate, including-gratuities.. - .. ~ . - - - . —

Invitations will be malled on April 22 with reservation cards
enclosed. Return envelopes will be addressed to the BenJamin
Franklin Magazine Awards Dinner, but in care of the National Education
Assoclation at Washington. The Public Relations office of that
organization will mail tickets immedlately upon receipt of orders,
designating table assignments.

The presentation ceremony was moved to Washington ,thls year in
order that we might cooperate iIn the nationally important conference
of Magazine Edltors and Educators. Our dinner will be the concluding
event of that affair, scheduled for May 10 and 11. It 1is, as you
know, co-sponsored by the Magazine Publisher's Association and the
National Education Associlation. It 1s the one opportunity each year
where magazine editors and top-fllight educators may sit down together
and discuss mutual problems in the field of education.

Just to refresh your memory: The University of Illinoiéfannually
gives Benjamin Franklin Magazine Awards for outstanding work. The
seven awards to be presented May 11 are for work published during the
calendar year of 1954. They include: a gold medal and scroll to the
magazlne Jjudged as having rendered the greatest publlc service; a
“§croll and $1000 for thé most outstanding pléce of magazine reporting;
and scrolls and $500 each to the writers of the best article which
depicts 1life in the United States, which interprets our foreign scene
or foreign relations, the best bilography, best short story, and one
in a miscellaneous category for work not specifically covered by
other awards.

Please make every effort to joln us at Washington. Maybe you
can time one of your business trips to coincide with the date of

May 11.

Jos. F. Wright!{|Secretary
BENJAMIN FRANKLIN MAGAZINE AWARDS
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SENIOR
COMMON ROOM.

UNIVERSITY ROAD
LEICESTER

8th July 1957 |

Telephofie 65211

e e - - e Fe ™ e;-:j

Yy dear Yeurice,

I have uafortunately miglald your laet letter
with your new address; and all the . gesrching amoag the mawme
taing of hooks and papers. in my study have Talled to produce it.
I ahall therefore ﬂend thie letter to your old zddress. in
Roms and a copy to the ~alxunaue¢wer$tr,.in tha hop#a that
one or this other wlll reach you,

R iLet me say . firet, Clee*e dont vorry about my book,
It wgs very good of you dwbhe to try.ito hely me with it.But 1t
ranswiet  enything to “do \with you or me , if it doep nol come off,
Ang it won 't came off in Prankfort. Tnat I can £éé now very cleare
ly. And can understang it,. Some time ago I had & letter from
Lr. Frenzel who is in Q%argnr of trisg metter in which o made

_new ﬁrOposals for djteratiuns Iintended. to nerke the hock more -

pnquPP. Ang althousgh I am not in prineinple opcose& £ the 1dea,

th guggastiong . viere s . vsgue and the whole 845t of the letier
vh;cb inciﬂontally wag very friendly, mado. me foel ‘thet, quite
serious]v, “the Houge riaobgr hag greve: doubts whothpr thée publlicd=-
tlon of this book wowld pays Fiseher  after sll; ag I wag ves
minged, 1s not- & selentific publisning house,If I wauld make

the vaguely suggested, but f&rreaohinr " Umerbeltung ", the

book miqht ‘be acee pable. Uthervige with regret ete: etc.

I hava fuil syapathy w:th this and as the hook ig
too g00d 1 think for' s half henrtad ecee.tense I shall write now
that we better eall it & day. I bave no doubt that it will
meke 1ts way. 8o nelther of-ua: need be nnrrg chout this, ¥hat
remalus in. my memory, Maurice, is your .p end your kindness;
and-a -very pleasant cvenin I snénp at the seher & house
while I was In Frenkfor - R LA

, Moreover, t e book 18 &Qﬁin aﬂd ugain quotad in
* Lmerienn rublicatlions and , as these things fo ,. gratiually

!

eatablishing iteelf over ‘there ag a Biondard boolk ih eerisin fields.;

There is growing. interest for.it. I beve ‘had some requests fobr
it from there, ~ngd, I have gome: reaaon +o thinr that I shall he
ahle to bring it-out 4there. )

_ I zaw the other day Freds riﬂ wb? ohunb@ &t Sndlers Vislls
where the . Theater am Rurfiiatendamn was . laylng. One of -y friends
whoh you met at Levants is a- former setPecs and got free tickets
gor all werformences. Unﬁﬁ%tunﬂ%ﬂJV‘I ‘e not free when.tiey playsd
Wozgak or " Der Zerbrochne Krug " whioh I would have loved to see,

-80e- we went to Strindberg & " Treumsplel ° vary 1mpreeﬁtve 80
far' o8 the-extra~ely imagilnative ddc,” = Kagnor Neher . w2s
aoncnrned some very good acting, ~.1I am afraid the namés 8till



S

maan little to me,« so I-forget ubem. but the play , - the 1av
is only bearadble when he lets - dreams loose, but, for me,
unbearable vhen he is 8o toisay rationel and. quite~eonscious
of what ‘he intends to dq and points to the mora]e vltn hie ,
finger: " Esg ist sbbade um die ¥enschen ", I don't Iln'ow' whether
you know 1t, 3till, it was ¢ertainly-worth- seeing + -Cne-cannot
-say, ih a géneral way that “asting and produetion are better or
worse tha they are here. They are different and for me at lsast
it wag rather stimulating,.. 4 very.odd .audience,Mixture of -
Gerran embagsy + newly r@+ablishmd German coliny +;refug6e3.
ovédning dreases,s, ostontaticusly and challesgengly . shown,«: .
agaln ¢uite nlce for a change. Rousing reception , <. more I think
than pﬁtuang degervady The Manchester Guardian remarked, Q .
perhaps witucut 1uatiofioat;on, there werd obviouasly many " Bel -
ung-in+Boriinw~ist~en~besgers pe eople”, ¥pat & pity it 1s thnat you
ara not more often here, Nauries, I don™t inow whether it ia -
the bsat thing for yout to ouh vouraalf off ao muen From vhatv is
going on here,. c;thcu@% of cofirse the.thestre am Kurfr stendamm
ia npirobably wore  femillar o vou then  to . eonle here, etlll
there 14 a 10t goir, ﬁf hare hat 48 atimu ntznr ey 1
really san’t uLﬁ. [
Fpedorlc *as aovrv tla w2 Mhad not mnt for qcﬁe time &nd
50 vas I.,Byut ncw , dlving. ,as I do oubslde Landon I hava to
ration my time wHEﬁ I am there, What can one -do, Relooks more
golgnd; on the whole I thﬂhk marricd 1ife dpes him goed.l don ‘t
know whather ymi hesr from him.
I hope your new flat yroves satiefactory. It is alwavs .
exaelting to buils U0 30ﬂathnngﬁ‘new, though of eocurse & Lot of
troubls too, I hope you both will anjJoy 43,1 heard thet it wes
rather hot ln Rome for a time, S0 1% was here, I immensly
onjoyed. it, Upfortunately Tor the time being it seems to be -
over here,. though 1t 1g afill not as. e¢ool a3 1t was lagh
gummel’, mueh hefter in fact, uJOugh overaash, &nd close.
. De not forget to let me- know in good time wihen you eome to
Lenden., Wrlte 6o 59, $t. Peterg Road, Leicegher - sivate
addreas where lebtbers resch. e aniomer I zm still terr}blv busy,«
writing ; this is the only hime vhen-I can do it with sonsentrae

.bion, .~ though the weathar da  rother 'Tf‘u&tdné.fexb fsegsion. I

shall have .an onpmasugd amounu of wmork %o do = fteachiny ang admie
nigiration 2a well; ,for my eolleague goas asg vislting. profeasorlw
uo,ﬁhana for.a. 130 PO B ArAB.slona in charg@,; am working now
to'g ¢ at Teddt & paper rnaay bafo @ ths Paginning, of tho néw
aesaion ‘I nave to teasch at a- Summersehonl aerily- iu Aumiat . and
mey go of £ in ge,teﬂher Af §.pet fer enough with. my owm work, I
have ~ been gkiing at Eaauerrweaw Insbruek znd g» bit of mounte«
nesring, uﬁoufa I provebly éon“t..dasarvae.enother nollday, .
g

Thi s rather rambling. Do-leh me Jhasr from you.And
aon™t worry ~ about the book, Give all my gooa'wianas to Annetta,
I hopa s@e likea the flat, ;Where do, yourget the furniture ?

. 2 2 LT nQ‘l $. . ’ w;?_\ w,

¥ ‘e

Toak
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SENIOR COMMON ROOM
UNIVERSITY COLLEGE
LEICESTER

Telephone 65211
20 Aprillob6

Ky dear Maurice, . \
I have looked up words and

thought a bit about them. So in addition to ‘
what I wrote yesterday I will give gou a few
suggestionge I Teel of ‘course guite unable
to say angthing really relevant Dbecause I
do not kndw the book itself.Permmeter in Ger-
man is , in the first instance, an instrument
for measuring the scope of one' s field of
vision. But in German it is quite possible
to use a word in a sense which is not strict-.
ly that which can be fiound in dictionaries. -|
Perimeter West sounds. quite stu&'tovme. There
are some vague memories such Yas Remargue:
Nichts Neues im Westen " or something of this
kind."Und neues Leben " is perhaps more stiri-
king and significant.But gou can judge for
yourself, I thought I might give you a few
more words: '" Wache West "" Ringwall West"
, Bastion, Ppstenkette, Redoute,Schanze, Grenz-
linie, Bollwerk, Palisade etc. etc,._.
Aubreg' s German publisher is the Frankfurter
Verlags- Anstalt, 7

I am wfiting this at a friend' & plece in
2 hurry so that you might get it before you
leave sTondon.Hence I cannot send you at the
moment the verse.Shall I send it to Frankfort
I have 1pbked ageain at " Of Sin and Winter".I
do not *think you were right in saying that
in five years time I shall no 1 nger be ink
fluenced by the fact that I know the author.lMy
feelings are rather conservative,

It was good seeing you again.
Yégrs ever

Obwtnd ™



UNIVERSITY "ROAD
LEICESTER

i6th August 1956

SENIOR
COMMON ROOM

. Telephone 65211

My dear Méurice,

. I am just on the point
of leaving for Amstderdam to attend a
big Congress of Sociology( with ntople from
litterally all over the world) and I went
to let you know how to get in touch with
me Just in case we are gomewhere near
each other either 1in SwiVeerland or in
Germany or wherever it is. It would be |
nice to see you again, "

I am sorry I dig not write
earlier, I wag terribly rushed with finishin
& paper, have Jjust managed to get through
the proofs and to collect enough stuff( and
ideas) for the Basay on Laughter with which
I hope to get on when I return,. .

- I have Written,eomgm1me ago,
following your_adviee,tp Dr. Hirsch gving
him the name of a Duten rofessor as refa-
rence; and got back a ra her stiff letter
saying that they hag already someone else
in Germany whom they had asked fop a"Gut- -
achten" and that they Woulg give me their de._
clsion in good time, This not from Hirsch
himself , but on hisg Instruetion.Not knowing
that he was Dr. Hirsch ' I hag written to
Herr Hirsch.That of course 1s a grave mat-

-~ ter in Germany. I hope he 4did not take it
amiss, But the reply was directed rather
pointedly to " Herrn Eliag " on the instruec-
tion of"Dr. Hirsch " ( which might amuge
you, but don‘t aggravate the  situation by
talking about it,Jt may have simply been

his gubprdinate‘s feeling for the right
of thingq} Shkness



I have just started,™ Perimeter West'
_ " whieh I shall take with me on my journey
' to-morrow, Thank.you very much for sending.
me & copy. I am extremely impressed by
what I have read so far, I simply like
the style® the fast clear rhythm of the
sentences! straightforward to the point.
and the vision comes out clear like a
sculpture and aliv¥e whether it 1s the mood
of the people after the bombardment or the
relationship between Gerda and Tom,What I
am not clear about so far, is the construc-
tion of the plot or rather the sudden inter-
% ruption of one plot by the other. But I have
not got far enocugh to judge. I have looked
for reviews in the ,apers, but, so far, have
not seen any.It is of course quite differentfro
,in fact very much more serious then,what is
fashionable just now in this country.Thig of
couge 1s your difficulty.There are no"Lucky
- Jimf® in your book.There is alot more to be saild
~ but no time. ) .
. Do let me know what your plans are and whe
they are going to take you. My plans are not
fixed.We hgd a most miserable summer here; and
I am going out in search of the sun, I am going
to stay in Amsterdam till 26th August My address
is: Centraal Hotel , Leids BosJe, Amsterdam C,
¥hnat I shall do afterwards 1s probably to go
via Fprankfort- Basle to Vienna where I may stay
with friends for a few days and then via the
Dolomites to Venlce and back , one way or the
_other, via Paris.,But I may also go to Specla
where a friend of mine intends to bask in the
sun, if there is any.If you are anywhere in
that neighbourhood( big neighbourhpod) and not
too occupied one way or the other ( as you pro-
bably are) send me a note té Amsterdam,Letters
to my address here in Leicester( private address
59, St. Peters Road) will be forwgrded, but
rather irregularly as I dont always.know-where
I am going to stay.

B

JXours,

Kot



6, Pembridge Villas,
London, W. 11,

July 6th, 1955
mv dear Maurice,

Thank you very much for your letter. I have been
thinking about our evening with Maria -Becker ever since
I left you and the strange thi ng is - or is it strange? -
that I really“to the full Ehare)Maria's feelings., I too
have in me a horror of Germany, I too have in me a deep
gratitude for the existence of England but so much did I
feel in the presence of close friends that not fearing
misunderstandings I allowed myself to say the things I did
say. I was very agitated, sd much so that afterwards in
Stuttgart the wdwmw next day I wrote an epigram ( and writing
is very rare with me) which I wanted to send to Maria Becker

but did not send as .yet. You will see from it how close our
thoughts were and are, I still want to write to her but

I dox not know whether I shall be able to. At any rate you
might show her this letter ----—-

As soon as I had left Switzerland the darkness descendad.
Truly Switzerkand is a country of light compared with Germania
where the War lurks on every inch of the ground,6 where the
Ertinyes sdem to stride and where that tremendous energy of
?i%%ﬁﬁ?& #gain dedicated to nothing but {ﬁgslf. No! as I
rakxkhrgughxihzxperfoxmanzaxef Iphigenie,tothat ma jestic
evoca tion of nobility, the disinherited state of all our
modern peoples burdened me and Xk® my outcry was jma&¥ an
exercise of the freedom in which I most believe, the freedom
to cry out against the evil in your own wprld, the love of
your own workd expressed in a wish fBr its purification..,
And though it is true that as a foreigner I should be LTV N
reticent, I am a man too and I was not amongst evil people.
whose evil thoughts I might have pleased'



1

Yes Stuttgart was nlghtmarlsh but my homecomlng was
heavenly. Daphne had changed my f#at out of recognition. In=-
stead of dust and ashes I found a'.place - and @ woman - streaming
with light and loveliness. On Sunday nlght we i&ﬂﬂd Guido Cantelli
conduct Beethoven's 5th Symphony .at ‘the Festival Hall, and I
heard that Symphony for the first time. mgolng to the Hall-and
seeing the London crowds again after all that upheaval of four
weeks in Switzerdand and Italy and Germany Isaid to DaphneB“this
is a cpuntry of human ficesf and so it is. Hope hags not died in
this country and though indeed disinherited the waiting heirs

exisgt!! 2oy ' he

: - %

Amongst the letters u;;wﬁz;/for me wena-was one from .
Ilena who is now back in Canada”\She tells me that Karl had been
encouraged to apply .or the post of'ﬁlsltng Professor in 7°' ag
Manchester, dahat %gﬁy had built all their plans for a return to
Europe on this biut he has now been rejected on the grounds of new
age limit rulings. thNBmk.fﬁey have been rather shattered by this—
Ilona adds resignedly "There'll always be an England! 348 in a
postsciprt she says: "Isaw Maurice Rowdon's book advertised some
" time ago - if you have it, could you send it to me?" I think she
must mean "Of Sins and Winter! Shall I order a copy for her here
or can you have one sent out by the publisheres? Her address is
I.P/R.R. 3, Pickering, Ontario, Canada. ~lly friend Helmut Giinther
in Stuttgart is engaged on a study of War Books from a serious and
interesting point of view.JHe'hagﬁgggﬁ%éhed quite a lot aﬁ%ﬁ%«this
subject alE:I,lawx4~impressed on him the importance of your book
which before peanrlong will be in the hands of the German public too-
I think it feagible - it has happened before - thatan important

: W
English book reachee* the British isles via_it German reputation!

“ik
I hope/we shall now always keep in touch and/”I shall learn about
tlie Ge:man publication in good time--. (Annette in whom I have the
utmost confidence will see to. it!) and May I remind you %se-that



-
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you wanted to send me your essay- on Berchtesgaden - I am deeply
interested. Also please tell me omce more whichnimber of The
European had your story in it (was’it April 1954) so that I can
order teo copies. P

(3

July 7th, 1955.

kS

I kept dn rlnging your parants but so far have. not 'succeeded in
gettlng through. Perhaps they. are on a holiday? I dont like holding
up this letter any longer but of course I shall -night again
and shall find out. - . . -

3 -~

Give my love to Annettéiplqase. Very many thanks for
everything, I hope you have found a place where yfu can breathe

#

-

and work quietly,



UNIVERSITY COLLEGE OF LEICESTER

UNIVERSITY ROAD
LEICESTER
-11th December 1956

SENIOR
COMMON ROOM

Telephone 65211

My dear Maurice, - : , > S
: - the term is over and I am just coming up for a
little air, I must write t, you before I go under again, first
to thank you for your note, secondly to tell you briefly what
happened when I visited Frankfort and saw Annette’s parents ( in
case you haven t heard ) and thirdly to tell you ( what I should
have told you before ) how immensely I enjoyed staying with you and
Annette at Ronchi, talking with you peacefully - at the Dbeach and
the evenings, and playing with the-dog and the journey to Levan-
"«to. Thisg together,with the days at Levanto hasg "greatly helped me
to get without - undue strain through .an over- full term, This w&s
only my second "-holiday without work " since the war( ang. probably
before the war). I came home greatly refreshed. There ig rmore and
. more work to-do here, teaching and working out a_new degree and
-fighting for gomething sensible even though a- bit new against a good
deal of moral cowardice; for the new Elizabetheans ,mostly, have |
lost any senge of adventure, no risks, or if adventures , so |
- -¢lumsily and stupldly done that it beggars descriptions;but I dont
want -to talk about Suez either, 'You can't imagine what it was 1like
here, For twp days, the Common Room - Bedlam,-= people 1leaving each
others tables or no loriger on speaking terms. |
And with all that I had to sit down in the evening when |
the day s work was done, night after night Jotting down notes
-and making a draft 'for ( of all things ) my"Bssay on Laughter ",
because I must finish it at BEagster or ot the latest in the Summer
to get my mind free for something else which needs doing. And of
course the Essay is a kind of relaxation. Moreover, I had to give
& talk on the same subject ( wisely choosen, for that meason) to
the Haldane Society - here which is the University's internal society
formed by my dear colleagues where they gauge each other's mettle
,= wigely choosen' , for that pressure helped to advance my work on
the Egsay a good deal, And it went very well, After the all too
‘concentrated and abstract thing on Detachment and Involvement this
< dg nice and easy and- "fagecinating" ( as the chairman sald), and
gso I feel re- assured and go on with the good work though I have
no ldea to whom I shall offer it for publication when it is fi-
nished,
I should of course have written immediately I left Frankfort
where I went directly from Levanto as you adviged me to do,
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~have~it brought with il ustration before a wider public.That 1is

» rang up Dr. Berman who gseemed rather cautious and mede an appoint-
ment at the office for the mext afternoon. I usged the morning to
pay & visit to the Buch- Messe)went from one stand to the other ,
wanted to see the exhibition ©,f S, Figcher Verlag, could not fing
it ,asked htenquiries desk and arrived , walking leisurely from stand
to stand , at that of S. Fischer _recisely at the momept at which T
a.(.to.me of course unknown gentfeman agked audibly:" Und was ma-

chen wir also mit dem Mann wenn er heut nachmittag kommt ? Wasg
Sollen wir ihm iber das Buch sagen ? " Followed discussion about
proposals for my book, not always flattering.Perhaps I stood there
too long; perhaps I was rather more syburned than the usual run of
visitors; after a while eyes seemed tg turn towards mejand I took !
flight, The same afternoon, we had some king of negotlations, exnlo-;
ring possibilities.I thought one could produce my book in the same |
way ag Pirenne’ s, and sur,.risingly enough, both volumes together !
with a few ommissions wRmikg®x,would.. make one vohhme of the same !
smize as Pirenne § History. of Europe which I gather sells  well.
Dr Berman wanted the title changed I.was a bit adamant, but wrote
later suggesting that I would'not mind a change of title provided
“the word civiligation did. somehow. appear ( to mark the continuity
and asking for a decision before the return to Amerika of Annetée s
parents.I had a most enjoyable évening two days later at Falken-
steinerstr.met Annette s sisters and her mother, talked a -bit

shon and non- shop ( I had seen the day before a very interesting
performance of Miller's, View from the Bridge ‘at the " Kleine(?) Theate:

.Left at lop.m. and had ‘afterwards a long conversation with Dr. Ivo ‘
“Frenzel who, I undérstand, is so to.say in charge of the _Rur" prot
ject Elias" . I think we understood each bther very well,Even
though( in theory) a more Scientific publishing house might per-
haps be more interested, I personglly would like to see, for many
reasonsg, the book plblished by Fischer. For one thing,l prefer to

how we parted.Since then I .have written once briefly adding to |
what I had already said and asking for 2 decision one way or the |
other before Dr. Berman's -return to the States, That was on
the “lst of 6¢ctobér, Alas, since then I have heard no more.And of
course I had *too much . .to do to bother. So much about myself,

I of course thought 'you would hear of all that when you
‘went to Frankfort, But there was probably so much else.I am glad
Ringwall had good reviews,I regard Juenger ag one of the most gifted
writers. His standing in Germeny, so far as I know,is high.I can
quite understand that you might be a bit put off by a slightly
mannered style Buttha CGerman 1language is 1less firm in its BERUERURS
"texture, the writer is more easgily derailed; a sllghtly ponAerous
individual rhythmy and music ( also to be found in Thomas Mann ) is

. BRxxRRIEERXS one of the ways in which the German writer tries to

protect himgelf against the dangers of a language which is on the

one hand a wondefully malleable material, on the other hand con-
.stan&tly in danger of degenerating, of going to pieces. A comparison
with Jlinger is certalnly a gerious compliment.Lorenz mentioned

in your letter is far more than a kind. of zoo worker in Vienna. He

Cis( together ‘with Tinbergen now in Oxford) the pioneering leader of

a modern branch of biology, the comparative study of behaviour, one
of the most fruitful branches of combemporary biology. L. is a highly
gifted man,magnificent as an obsgerver of details as well as a theorist
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, some of the main theoretical innovstiong of thés school are due
to him.At the same time he is in both resrnects as obgerver and
theorist, not always trustworthy and reliable(nor as some people
maintain, as a person, but about that I don"t  knuw anything fer-
sonally; what I do know is that some of my acquaintances who know
him rather dislike him, but that need not influence elther you o r |
nyse’ f, except perhaps as a caution ). I have tried to get you
the other of his more general books,could not get it so far, but
shall try again when I am in London. .

' I very much hgpe to see you soon here in Elngland.Do
let me know in good time ( 1f you can when you are likely to be
in London. During the term there is such a mad rush; but I can always
arrsnge to come to London or perhaps you can comehere?Except in
the week following the 20th January when I have to pieeare and tp

give a lecture in Cambridge.

Yours, as ewer

Ui

I shall send you separately a re-print of the bit on " Involvement
and Detachment "; it had to be condensed to about half its original
lenght and so is hardly rezdable,but there arec a2 few nice bits 1n
it whiech you might like,

What about the play - your play - in Berlin ? i i -
Did you see it gy -y pL2y n Berlin ? How 4i1d it go ?

One thing I meant to say - although you have probably seen it for
yoursgelf that Ringwall West was displayed in the window of nearly
every Frankfort bookshop while I was there. I only had a brief
look at the German translation. It reads very well ag far as I
could see.
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I had some hope t6 pass through Frankfort during
the Esgter holidays and perbaps to see you there; but as trings
have turned out I can t make ‘it with the limited time I have.

Thank you very much' for your letter with Hork-
heimer s address., I have written to him; he is in the States just
now, But as my Court sction against the University Frankfort is
hanging fire in any case, it does not matter. It ‘s a sad business
altogetherThexm action drags on now for more than 3 years.Because
of 2 small .formslity the VMinister refuses so far compensation. I
would not mind really if the suverannustion which I can expect
from my job here were not so pityfully small.So naturally I
vent to get a compensation which includes pension rights from

. Germany if I nossebly can.__ _

Still, all that is neither here nor there. I suppose
you have. been in Berlin in the meantime., %as it about the nlay ?
You did not tell me very much about the vlay;but I am delighted to
hear thet it might be played first 4n Hamburg at the Thalia Thea-
ter. Do let me know in any case when it % comes on the stage.If
it i1s not Jjust in term time I .should like to come over and see it.
I did see the Diary of Anne Frank here. Itvéig a rether gtrange ex-
perience ,The girl was acted very well;’ boy and- her parents
rather mediocre, but. T am not" sure whether - the father for exampl e
can be more than the nearly idgeal and beloved father of the
diary.Of the minor p.rts only the fat Jew who eats 06 much and
his wife came to life. But however thgt may be, I can't really
Jjudge the nlay as & nlay., It.affected me too much. And I still
have not sorted it out in my own mind how it is that one can't

- Jjudge. the m,ke beligve world on the stsge too well if one is too

much involved pereonally in what goes on puxkiRExakxxz there,if it
blends too much with sentiments one has tried envein to forget,
It certainly cannot -be wortless as a mxkplece of stage craft if
1t can affect one so.strongly. Yet I cannot feel that it is

8 very good play., I would not dike to see it again. ¥hile on the
other hend"Pnédre ", - Racine“s Phédre - which I have Jjust seen
with Mlle Feuilieére in the title role has not only moved me deeply
though it does not seem to have any connections with my personal
life, but I could see it &dgain and again;- it moves me deeply,
although I seem to be more detached.¥hile I am quite clear about
the probléfis of involvement and detachment with regard to knowledge,
thinking, sclentific and non- gcientific, I am not quite clear
about the problems of involvement and detachment with regard to
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art.Can it .be. that the difference in one s receotlon of " Amne
Frank " ank 'of"Pnédre ":\.- if L. can . meke a comparisgon’ which,is
of course unfair to the former - 11es in the fact that one s
involvement, in the first case 1is something of which one is quite
consﬂlous, and that the sbringds of feeling evoked by plays like
Phédre ©or;;- say , Hamlet are more deeply buried in us and un-
conscious ? And that the craftsmanshln needed, in order. to appeal
t0 the buried, the Urlmeval dredms of men over the genersthons
is of » dlfferent kind , i&, verhaps, of a higher ader than that
required Xzx if fkmxxxppmx it is used to anpeal to the short term
pa8sions of a period ? I cannot judge whether'"Anne Frank'does more
than that. Will people stlll be moved by it whro hsve not gone
through all that , direct®y or indirectly ? I really don 't Khow.
But I must not ramble on. I am just on the point of going

, to Insbumck and than either to the Dolomits or , iT twa*t ig btoo
- expensive into the Yetzthal, I had a very ’‘exhsusting term and

8hell need all my resources next sesdion for-mycelleague goes

for & year ag visiting Trofessor to Ghana ang I shall be in chargex
of it alone with some ovtside helw of course and @& new young assis-
stant lecturer.I need mountain air-.Leicester hes a particularly

damp climate vhieh does not entirely agree with me - and want

to do a bit of skiing if it is not too late or valking,—anow and lots

" of sunshine would be 1deal if it is to be had.

About the book. Don't dom very much about it, Maurice. It
lg very good of you to try. I need not tell you how good it is to
knov that you care for 1t.But~-if the Fischer s don t do anything
on their own 1n1t18tive, I would not wigh to press it. Mor: >over, I
had just a request from an Ad=rican publsshlng house to send them
ooples, they are interssted in an Aperican edition. But of coursgs
nothing may come of it; nor need sn A-erican edition Qreclude
another German edition.Byt I have the feeling things a¥e moving.
Toynbee who tramglated some n,assges from my second volume for
hig 9th volume has left one of them ggein in his shortened
version.A fa301nat1ng little Pelican on Group psycho-therapy
.which hss just come out alsy 2lludes to it . So did Harold Nicol-
gon in his Good Behaviour and ~thers more.It will come out; at
the moment I am rather confident,but cannot think of ariything
but of« sunshine snd-mountain air,

-I hope the translstion of the play is waking good progress,
If Schoor hasgftranslated Chrigstopher Fry , he should be good.ly
thing on laugh®&kr is languishing at the moment.But I will certainly
let you know. Heinemsn would be very good, "Would one have to
get in touchqw1th them-if it 1s finishéd. sr can one anproach them
if it is half finished so a@s to know what size they think appro pri-
ate ? Let me know .about your movements. I should not 1like to
migg you , should you come t,. Enrland., I wes go glad to
hear about Annette.,I think T tola you aboyt the friend of mine,
now .rofessor of politins in Swansge_who was worse I think than
Annette ever was( heart and blood pressure)-and who is now
- after steady trestment on very similar lines - perfectly fitk.
Let me hear from you !

, Yours, ever .

"Anne Frank"has now come off the program
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My dear Maurice, o . Lo .

' I have unfortunately mislaid your last letter
with' your new address; and all the - searching among the mgun-
tains of books and papers in my gtudy have failed to produce 1it,
I shall therefore send this letter to your old address in
Rome and a .copy to the Falkensteinerstr, in the hope that
one " or the other will reach you.
=D Let me sy first, ylease don't worry about my book,
"It was very good of you’ébenxto Srg. .to hely me with it.But it
hasg anything to do with ‘you or me , if it does not come off,
And it won't come - off in Frankfort. That I can see now very clear-
ly. And can understand it. Some time ago I had a letter from
Dr. Frenzel who disgein cha“ger of this matter in which he made
new nroposals for alterations intended to make the book more
popular, And. 21lthough I7&wn not 1A principle opposed to the igea,
the guggestions were #o vague and the whole gist of the letter
which incidentally ' was very friendly, made. me feel that, quite
geriously,” the House Fischer has grave doubts whether the publica-
tion- of this book would pay. - Fischer after all, as I was re- '
minded, is not & scientific publishing house.If I would make
the vaguely suggested, but farreaching " Umarbeitung ", the
book might be 'acce" table. Otherwige with regret etec etec., .
: . I-have full sympathy with this and.as the book is
too good I think for a2 half hearted accentance I shall write now
thet we better call it -2 day. I have no doubt that it will
make itg way. So neither of us -need ‘be gorry about.this, What
remaing in.my memory, Maurice, is;, your  help and your kindness; -
and a very pleasant evening I- snent -at the Fischer 8 house
while I wasg in Frankfort.

Moreover, the book is agaln and agaln quoted in

American publications and , as these things go’ .gradually
establishing itself over there as a standard book in certain fields,
There ‘18 growing interest for it. I have ldd some requests for '
it from there; -nd I have ‘some reason to think that I shall be
_able to bring it out there.

. I saw the other ‘day Frederic by chance at ‘Sadlers Wells
vhere the  Theater am Kurflistendamm was ,laying. One of my friends]
whom you met at Levanto 1s a former actress and got free tickets
8or all oerformances. Unﬁwrtunatcly I was not free when they played
Wozzek or " Der Zerbrochne Kru% which I would have loved to see,
soe we went to Strindberg s " Traamspiel " very impressive so
far as the extré-ely ihaginative décor - Kaspar Néher - was
. congerned, some . Yery good acting;, < 1 am afrald the names still

[ KL ]
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mean little to me,- so I forgot them; but the play , - the _lay
is only bearable when he lets dreams loosge, but, for me,
unbearable when he 1s 8o to say rational and qulte conscious
of what he intends to do gnd points to the morale with his
finger: " Eg ist stbade um die Menschen ". I don"t know whether
you know it. Still,it was certainly worth seeing . One cannot
say, in a general way that acting and production are better or
worse thak they are here, TheX are different and for me at least
it was rather stimulating. very odd audience,Mixture of
German embassy + newly established German colony + refugees.-
evening dresses,- ostentatliously and challepgengly shown,-
again quite nice for a change. Rousing reception , - more I think
than spctually deserved. The Menchester Guardian remarked, not '
perhaps without justicfication, there were obviously many " Bei -
uns-in-Berlin-ist-es-besser=- people . What a plty it is that you
are not more often here. Maurice, I donit know whether it 1is
the best thing for you to cut yourself off so much from whatv is
going on here,.although of cofirse the theatre am Kurft stendamm.
ig probably more familiar to you than to people here, still
‘there 1ig a lot going on here that ig stimulating. . s 1
really can' t say,kbﬁa [ RS L

Frederic was. sorry that we Hed'not met for ‘wBme time and
so wag I.Byt now , living as I do outside London I have to
ration'my time when I am there. What can one do. Blooks more_
Soigné; on the whole I think married-: 1life dpes him good.l don"t
know whether you hear from him.

I hope your new flat . roves satisfactory. It is always
exclting to build up something™ new, though of course a lot of
trouble too. I hope you both will erijoy it.I heard that it was
rather hot in Rome for a time., So it was here. I immensly
enjoyed.it. Unfortunately for the time being it seems to Dbe
over here,.though it is gtill not as cool as it was last
summer, much better in' fact, though overcast and closs.

Do not forget to let me-know in good time when you come to
London Write to 59, St. Peters Road, Leicester ,- my private
address where letiers reach me quicker I am still terribly busy, -
writing ; this is the only time when I can do it with concentra-:
.tion, - though the weather is rather irritating.Next session I
shsll have an en@rmous amount of work to do - teaching and admi-
nigftration as well; for my colleague goes as visiting professor
to Ghana for a ye_r, so I am alone in charge.Il am working now
to g=t at least a paper ready befo e the beginning of the new
gession. .I have to teach at a .Summerschool early in August and
may go off in Se tember if I get far enough with my own work. I
have been skiing at Easter near Insbruck and &® bit of mounte-
neering, though I probably don*t deserve snother holigay.

This 1s rather rambling. Do 'let me hear from you.And
don"t worry about the book, Give all my good wishes to Annette,
I hope she 1likes the flat. Where do you get the furniture ?

. Yours,

bt

Let me know what . you do during the: summer. If I get away from
here, I may go via Insbruck or Ziyrich to Venice which I gtill
have not seen and perhaps further south. Keep me au courant!
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But this analysis does not withstand a closer scrutiny. The rulers of the
Middle East to-day have been, whether in Persia or the Ottoman Empire or
Egypt, members—humble ones, it-s true—of the political and military institu-
tions which the ““ middle classes ”” are supposed to have captured. These men,
imbued with nationalism and a radical contempt for traditions, were only
able to capture the state and effect the momentous transformation which we
now see, not because they were of the middle class, but because they belonged
to the political and military institutions, and were able to use these institutions

as levers for their disaffection. But it is not on a tone of criticism that one.

would wish to end. That Grunebaum’s book raises so many fundamental
questions, and wakens so many echoes and ripples in the mind, is a measure
of its many excellences.

NOTES

1. G. E. von Grunebaum, Islam, Essays in the Nature and Growth of a Cultural
‘Tradition, Routledge & Kegan Paul, 21s.

2, Medieval Islam, Chicago, 1946.

3. D. B. Macdonald, Development of Muslim Theology, Jurisprudence and Constitu-
tional Theory, New York, 1903, p. 128.
4. D. S. Margoliouth, Mohammedanism, Home University Library, 1911, p. 92.
The cool and astringent qualities of this book ought to ensure it against oblivion.

5. L. Gardet, La Cité Musulmane, Vie Sociale et Politiqgue, Paris, 1954, p. 25.

6. The relevant passages from al-Ghazali are extensively translated by S. G. Haim,
in her paper ‘‘ Islam and the Theory of Arab Nationalism *’, Die Welt des Islams, N.S.,
vol. IV, no. 2-3, 1955.

7. * The Evolution of Government in Early Islam ", Studia Islamica, vol. IV, 1955.

8. ' An Interpretation of Islamic History ', Cahiers d’Histoire Mondiale, vol. I, 1953.

9. Mohammedanism, An Histovical Survey, Home University Library, 1949.

10. Such a view is ably and cogently argued by Abd al-Rahman al-Bazzaz in his
pamphlet “ Islam and Arab Nationalism ” translated by S. G. Haim in Die Welit des
Islams, N.S., vol. I1I, 1954. Gardet, in his book above mentioned, seems to subscribe
to such a view. .

11. D. G. Hogarth, * Arabs and Turks ", printed in an appendix to my book, England
and the Middle East, 1956.

12. To quote his own words : ‘‘ Sur bases volontaristes et uniquement positives, on
se trouve rejoindre en fait un certain nombre de données susceptibles de fonder une
notion démocratique d’autorité. Les textes coraniques qui les formulent ne suffiraient
sans doute pas 4 en faire’la dominante obligatoire de la cité souvent livrée dans le passé
a Yautocratie et & l'arbitraire des chefs. Mais si des influences nouvelles offrent a ces
données comme un dépassement d’elles-mémes ? ”’ (p. 45).

13. See n. 6 above,

14. Ann K. S. Lambton, Islamic Society in Persia, 1954.
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- Problems of Involvement and
Detachment

NORBERT ELIAS

Old Lady: Are you not prejudiced ?

Author : Madame, rarely will you meet a more prejudiced man nor one who tells
himself he keeps his mind more open. But cannot that be because one part
of our mind, that which we act with, becomes prejudiced through experience,

and still we keep another part completely open to observe and judge with ?
Old Lady: Sir, I do not know.
Author : Madame, neither do I and it may well be that we are talking nonsense.
Old Lady : That is an odd term and one T did not encounter in my youth.
Author : Madame, we apply the term now to describe unsoundness in abstract
conversation, or, indeed, any overmetaphysical tendency in speech.
Old Lady: I must learn to use these terms correctly.
: ) E. Hemingway, Death in the afternoon.

I

NE cannot say of a man’s outlook in any absolute sense that it is
Odetached or involved (or, if one prefers, “ rational ”’ or * irrational ”,

““ objective "’ or “ subjective ’). Only small babies, and among adults
perhaps only insane people, become involved in whatever they experience
with complete abandon-to their feelings here and now; and again only the
insane can remain totally unmoved by what goes on around them. Normally
adult behaviour lies on a scale somewhere between these two extremes. In
some groups, and in some individuals of these groups, it may come nearer
to one of them than in others; it may shift hither and thither as social and
mental pressures rise and fall. But social life as we know it would come to
an end if standards of adult behaviour went too far in either direction. As
far as one can see, the very existence of ordered group life depends on the
interplay in men’s thoughts and actions of impulses in both directions, those
that involve and those that detach keeping each other in check. They may
clash and struggle for dominance or compromise and form alloys of many
different shades and kinds—however varied, it is the relation between the
two which sets people’s course. In using these terms,! one refers in short to

LIt is still the-prevalent practice to speak of psychological characteristics and of social
characteristics of people not only as different, but as separable and in the last resort independent
226
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changing equilibria between sets of mental activities which in man’s relations
with men, with non-human objects and with himself (whatever their other
functions may be) have the function to involve and to detach.

As ‘tools of thinking, therefore, ‘‘ involvement ” and ‘‘ detachment ”
would remain highly ineffectual if they were understood to adumbrate a sharp
division between two independent sets of phenomena. They do not refer to
two separate classes of objects ; used as universals they are, at best, marginal
concepts. In the main, what we observe are people and people’s manifesta-
tions, such as patterns of speech or of thought, and of other activities, some
of which bear the stamp of higher, others of lesser detachment or involve-
ment. It is the continuum that lies between these marginal poles that presents
the principal problem. Can one determine with greater accuracy the position
of specific attitudes or products of men within this continuum ? One might,
impressionistically, say for example that in societies like ours people tend to
be more detached in their approaches to natural than to social events. Can
one trace, at least summarily, criteria for different degrees of detachment

. and involvement ? What in fact is meant, what does it imply if one says that

in societies such as ours with a relatively high degree of industrialization and
of control over non-human forces of nature, approaches to nature are on the
whole more detached than those.to society ? The degree of detachment
shown by different individuals in similar situations may differ greatly. Can
one, nevertheless, speak, in this respect, of different degrees of detachment
and involvement regardless of these individual variations ?

II g

The way in which individual members of a group experience whatever
affects their senses, the meaning which it has for them, depends on the standard
forms of dealing with, and of thinking and speaking about, these phenomena
gradually evolved in their society. Thus, although the degree of detachment

sets of properties. And if this is the assumption underlying one’s form of discourse, terms like
‘““involved 7 and ‘‘ detached ”’, as they are used here, must appear as equivocal and vague.
They have been chosen in preference to other perhaps more familiar terms precisely because
they do not fall in line with linguistic usages which are based on the tacit assumption of the
ultimate independence of psychological and social properties of men. They do not suggest as
some current scientific concepts do that there are two separate sets of human functions or attri-
butes, one psychological and one social in character, which communicate with each other only
occasionally during a limited span of time with a definite beginning and a definite end by means
of those one-way connections which we call *“ causes-and-effects *’ and then withdraw from each
other until a new causal connection is established again with a definite beginning and a
definite end.

Both these terms express quite clearly that changes in a person’s relation with others and
psychological changes are distinct but inseparable phenomena. The same holds good of their
use as expressions referring to men’s relation to “ objects ”’ in general. They seem preferable

- to others which like ‘‘ subjective "’ and “ objective ’ suggest a static and unbridgeable divide

between two entities *“ subject "’ and “ object . To give a brief and all too simple example of
their meaning in this context : A philosopher once said, ‘‘ If Paul speaks of Peter he tells us more
about Paul than about Peter.”” One can say, by way of comment, that in speaking of Peter
he is always telling us something about himself as well as about Peter. One would call his
approach ‘‘involved ’’ as long as his own characteristics, the characteristics of the perceiver,
overshadow those of the perceived. If Paul’s propositions begin to tell more about Peter than
about himself the balance begins to turn in favour of detachment.
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shown in one’s encounter with natural forces may vary from individual to
individual and from situation to situation, the concepts themselves which,
in societies like ours, all individuals use in thinking, speaking and acting,
concepts like “ lightning ”’, “ tree ”” or “ wolf ”” not less than ‘‘ electricity ”,
““ organism ", “ cause-and-effect ”’ or.‘‘ nature *, in the sense in which they

are used to-day, represent a relatively high degree of detachment; so does’

the socially induced experience of nature as a ‘““landscape ”’ or as “ beautiful .
The range of individual variations in detachment, in other words, is limited
by the public standards of detachment embodied in modes of thinking and
speaking about nature and in the widely institutionalized use of natural forces
for human ends. Compared with previous ages control of emotions in experi-
encing nature, as that of nature itself, has grown. Involvement has lessened,
but it has not disappeared. Even scientific approaches to nature do not
require the extinction of other more involved and emotive forms of approach.
What distinguishes these from other less detached approaches is the manner
in which tendencies towards detachment and towards- involvement balance
each other and blend. . ,

Like other people, scientists engaged in the study of nature are, to some
extent, prompted in the pursuit of their task by personal wishes and wants ;
they are often enough influenced by specific needs of the community to which
they belong. They may wish to foster their own career. They may hope
that the results of their inquiries will be in line with theories they have enun-
ciated before or with the requirements and ideals of groups with which they
identify themselves. But these involvements, in the natural sciences, deter-
mine as a rule nothing more than the general direction of inquiries ; they are,
in most cases, counter-balanced and checked by institutionalized procedures
which compel scientists, more or less, to detach themselves, for the time
being, from the urgent issues at hand. The immediate problems, personal
or communal, induce problems of a different kind, scientific problems which
are no longer directly related to specific persons or groups. The former, more
narrowly time-bound, often serve merely as a motive force ; the latter, the
scientific problems which they may have induced, owe theif form and their
. meaning to the wider and less time-bound continuum of theories and observa-
tions evolved in this or that problem-area by generations of specialists.

Like other human activities scientific inquiries into nature embody sets
of values. To say that natural sciences are ‘ non-evaluating ” or ‘ value-
free ”” is a misuse of terms. But the sets of values, the types of evaluations
which play a part in scientific inquiries of this type differ from those which
have as their frame of reference the interests, the well-being or suffering of
oneself or of social units to which one belongs. The aim of these inquiries
is to find the inherent order of_events as it is, independently not of any, but
of any particular observer, and the importance, the relevance, the value of
what one observes is assessed in accordance with the place and function it
appears to have within this order itself.

In the exploration of nature, in short, scientists have learned that any
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direct encroacliment upon their work by short-term interests or needs of
specific persons or groups is liable to jeopardize the usefulness which their
work may have in the end for themselves or for their own group. The problems
which they formulate and, by means of their theories, try to solve, have in
relation to personal or social problems of the day a high degree of autonomy ;
so have the sets of values which they use; their work is not ““ value-free.”’,
but it is, in contrast to that of many social scientists, protected by firmly
established professional standards and other institutional safeguards against
the intrusion of heteronomous evaluations.* Here, the primary tendency of
man to take the short route from a strongly felt need to a precept for its
satisfaction has become more or less subordinate to precepts and procedures
which require a longer route. Natural scientists seek to find ways of satisfying
human needs by means of a detour—the detour via detachment. They set
out to find solutions for problems potentially relevant for all human beings
and all human groups. The question characteristic of men’s involvement :
“ What does it mean for me or for us ? ”’ has become subordinate to questions
like ““ What is it ? * or *“ How are these events connected with others ? ”” In
this form, the level of detachment represented by the scientist’s work has
become more or less institutionalized as part of a scientific tradition reproduced
by means of a highly specialized training, maintained by various forms of
social control -and  socially induced emotional restraints; it has become
embodied in the conceptual tools, the basic assumptions, the methods of
speaking and thinking which scientists use.

Moreover, concepts and methods of this type have spread, and are spread-
ing again and again, from the workshops of the specialists to the general
public. In most industrial societies, impersonal types of explanations of
natural events and other concepts based on the idea of a relatively autono-
mous order, of a course of events independent of any specific group of human
observers, are used by people almost as a matter of course though most of
them are probably unaware of the long struggle involved in the elaboration
and diffusion of these forms of thinking.

~ Yet, here too, in society at large, these more detached forms of thinking

represent only one layer in people’s approaches to nature. Other more
involved and emotive forms of thinking about nature have by no means
disappeared.

1 This concept has been introduced here in preference to the distinction between scientific
procedures which are ‘‘ value-free ”’ and others which are not. It rather confuses the issue if
the term *‘ value ", in its application to sciences, is reserved to those ‘“ values *’ which intrude
upon scientific theories and procedures, as it were, from outside. Not only has this narrow
use of the word led to the odd conclusion that it is possible to sever the connection between
the activity of * evaluating ”’ and the ** values ’’ which serve as its guide, it has also tended to
limit the use of terms like *“ value ’’ or * evaluating ’’ in such a way that they seem applicable
only in cases of what is otherwise known as ‘' bias ’’ or ‘ prejudice ’. Yet, even the aim of
finding out the relatedness of data, their inherent order or, as it is sometimes expressed, at approxi-
mating to the ‘“ truth ”’, implies that one regards the discovery of this relatedness or of the
‘“truth” as a “value”. In that sense, every scientific endeavour has moral implications.
Instead of distinguishing between two types of sciences, one of which is ** value-free '’ while the
other is not, one may find it both simpler and more apposite to distinguish in scientific pronounce-
ments between two types of evaluations, one autonomous, the other heteronomous, of which
one or the other may be dominant.
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Thus in falling ill one may find one’s thoughts stray again and again to
the question: “ Who is to blame for this? ” The childhood experience of
pain as the outcome of an attack and perhaps a certain urge to retaliate may
assert themselves even though under the pressure of an overgrown conscience
the attack may appear as deserved, so that one may come to feel, rightly or
wrongly, one has only oneself to blame for it. And yet one may accept at
the same time the doctor’s more detached dictum that this illness followed
primarily from a completely blind biological course of events and not from
anybody’s intentions, not from conscious or unconscious motives of any kind.

More involved forms of thinking, in short, continue to form an integral
part of our experience of nature. But in this area of our experience they

‘have become increasingly overlaid and counterbalanced by others which make

higher demands on men’s faculty of looking at themselves as it were from
outside and of viewing what they call ‘ mine " or “ ours ”’ as part systems of
a larger system. In their experience of nature men have been able, in course
of time, to form and to face a picture of the physical universe which is emotion-
ally far from satisfactory, which, in fact, seems to become less and less so as
science advances, but which at the same time agrees better with the cumulative
results of systematic observations. They have learned to impose upon them-
selves greater restraint in their approache$ to natural events and in exchange
for the short-term satisfactions which they had to give up they have gained
greater power to control and to manipulate natural forces for their own ends,
and with it, in this sphere, greater security and other new long-term
satisfactions.

III

Thus in their public approaches to nature, men have travelled a long way
(and have to travel it again and again as they grow up) from the primary,
the childhood patterns of thinking. The road they have travelled is still far
from clear. But one can see in broad outline some of its characteristic patterns
and mechanisms.

When men, instead of using stones as they found them against human
enemies or beasts, with greater restraint of their momentary impulses,
gradually changed towards fashioning stones in advance for their use as
weapons or tools (as we may assume they did at some time), when, increasing
their foresight, they gradually changed from gathering fruits and roots towards
growing plants deliberately for their own dse, it implied that they themselves
as well as their social life and their natural surroundings, that their outlook
as well as their actions changed. The same can be said of those later stages
in which changes in men’s thinking about nature became more and more the
task of scientific specialists. Throughout these developments the mastery
of men over themselves as expressed in their mental attitudes towards nature

.and their mastery over natural forces by handling them, have grown together.

The level and patterns of detachment represented by public standards of




NORBERT ELIAS 231

thinking about natural events were in the past and still are dependent on the
level and the manner of control represented by public standards of manipulating
them and vice versa.

For a very long time, therefore, men, in their struggle with the non-human
forces of nature, must have moved in what appears in retrospect as a vicious
circle. They had little control over natural forces on which they were depend-
dent for their survival. Wholly dependent on phenomena whose course they
could neither foresee nor influence to any considerable extent, they lived in
extreme insecurity, and, being most vulnerable and insecure, they could not
help feeling strongly about every occurrence they thought might affect their
lives ; they were too deeply involved to look at natural phenomena, like
distant observers, calmly. Thus, on the one hand, they had little chance of
controlling their own strong feelings in relation to nature and of forming
more detached concepts of natural events as long as they had little control
over them ; and they had, on the other hand, little chance of extending their
control over their non-human surroundings as long as they could not gain
greater mastery over their own strong feelings in relation to them and increase
their control over themselves.

The change towards greater control over natural phenomena appears
to have followed what in our traditional language might be called *‘ the prin-
ciple of increasing facilitation ”. It must have been extremely difficult for
men to gain greater control over nature as long as they had little control over
it ; and the more control they gained, the easier was it for them to extend it.

Nothing in our experience suggests that part-processes of this kind must
always work in the same direction. Some of the phases in which they went
into reverse gear are known from the past. Increasing social tensions and
strife may go hand in hand with both a decrease of men’s ability to control,
and an increase in the phantasy-content of men’s ideas about, natural as well
as social phenomena. Whether feed-back mechanisms of this kind work in
one or in the other direction depends, in short, on the total situation of the
social units concerned.

v

Paradoxically enough, the steady increase in the capacity of men, both
for a more detached approach to natural forces and for controlling them, and
the gradual acceleration of this process, have helped to increase the difficulties
which men have in extendmg their control over processes of social change
‘and over their own feelings in thinking about them.

Dangers threatening men from non-human forces have been slowly
decreasing. Not the least important effect of a more detached approach in
" this field has been that of limiting fears, of preventing them, that is, from
irradiating widely beyond what can be realistically assessed as a threat. The
former helplessness in the face of incomprehensible and unmanageable natural
forces has slowly given way to a feeling of confidence, the concomitant, one
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might say, of increasing facilitation, of men’s power to raise, in this sphere,
the general level of well-being and to enlarge the area of security through.the
application of patient and systematic research. -

But the growth of men’s comprehension of natural forces and of the use
made of them for human ends is associated with specific changes in human
relationships ; it goes hand in hand with the growing interdependence of
growing numbers of people. The gradual acceleration in the increment of
knowledge and use of non-human forces, bound up with specific changes in
human relations as it is, has helped, in turn, to accelerate the process of change
in the latter. The network of human activities tends to become increasingly
complex, far-flung and closely knit. More and more groups, and with them
more and more individuals, tend to become dependent on each other for their
security and the satisfaction of their needs in ways which, for the greater
part, surpass the comprehension of those involved. It is as if first thousands,
then millions, then more and more millions walked through this world their
hands and feet chained together by invisible ties. No one is in charge. No
one stands outside. Some want to go this, others that way. They fall upon
each other and, vanquishing or defeated, still remain chained to each other.
No one can regulate the movements of the whole unless a great part of them
are able to understand, to see, as it were, from outside, the whole patterns
they form together. And they are not able to visualize themselves as part
of these larger patterns because, being hemmed in and moved uncompre-
hendingly hither and thither in ways which none of them intended, they cannot -
help being preoccupied with the urgent, narrow and parochial problems which
each of them has to face. They can only look at whatever happens to them
from their narrow location within the system. They are too deeply involved
to look at themselves from without. Thus what is formed of nothing but
human beings acts upon each of them, and is experienced by many as an
alien external force not unlike the forces of nature.

The same process which has made men less dependent on the vagaries of
nature has made them more dependent on each other. The changes which,
with regard to non-human forces, have given men greater power and security,
have increasingly brought upon them different forms of insecurity. In their
relations with each other men are again and again confronted, as they were
in the past in their dealings with non-human forces, with phenomena, with
problems which, given their present approaches, are still beyond their control.
They are incessantly faced with the task of adjusting themselves to changes
which though perhaps of their own making were not intended by them. And
as these changes frequently bring in their wake unforeseen gains for some and
losses for others, they tend to go hand in hand with tensions and frictions
between groups which, at the same time, are inescapably chained to each
other. Tests of strength and.the use of organized force serve often as costly
means of adjustment to changes within this tangle of interdependencies ; on
many of its levels no other means of adjustment exist.

Thus vulnerable and insecure as men are under these conditions, they
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cannot stand back and look at the course of events calmly like more detached
observers. Again, it is, on the other hand, difficult for men in that situation
to control more fully their own strong feelings with regard to events which,
they feel, may deeply affect their lives, and to approach them with greater
detachment, as long as their ability to control the course of events is small ;
and it is, on the other hand, difficult for them to extend their understanding
and control of these events as long as they cannot approach them with greater
detachment and gain greater control over themselves. Thus a circular move-
ment between inner and outer controls, a feedback mechanism of a kind, is _
at work not only in men’s relations with the non-human forces of nature,
but also in their relations with each other. But it operates at present in these
two spheres on very different levels. While in men’s relations with non-
human forces the standard of both the control of self and that of external
events is relatively high, in relations of men with men the socially required
and socially bred standard of both is considerably lower.

The similarities between this situation and that which men had to face
in past ages in their relations with the forces of nature, are often obscured
by the more obvious differences. We-do already know that men can attain
a considerable degree of control over natural phenomena impinging upon their
lives and a fairly high degree of detachment in mampulatlng, and in thinking
of, them. We do not know, and we can hardly imagine, how a comparable
degree of detachment and control may be attained with regard to social
phenomena. Yet, for thousands of years it was equally impossible for those
who struggled before us to imagine that one could approach and manipulate
natural forces as we do. The comparison throws some light on their situation
as well as on ours.

A%

It also throws some light on the differences that exist to-day between
the standards of certainty and achievement of the natural and the social
sciences. It is often implied, if it is not stated explicitly, that the ““ objects ”
of the former, by their very nature, lend themselves better than those of the
latter to an exploration by means of scientific methods ensuring a high degree
of certainty. However, there is no reason to assume that social data, that

- the relations of persons are_less accessible to man’s comprehension than the
relations- of non-human phenomena, or that man’s intellectual powers as such
are incommensurate to the task of evolving theories and methods for the
study of social data to a level of fitness, comparable to that reached in the
study of physical data. What is significantly different in these two fields is
the situation of the investigators and, as part of it, their attitudes with regard
to their ““ objects ”’; it is, to put it in a nutshell, the relationship between

““ subjects.” and ‘‘ objects ’. If this relationship, if situation and attitudes are

. taken into account the problems and the difficulties of an equal advance in

the social sciences stand out more- clearly.

Q
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The general aim of scientific pursuits is the same in both fields ; stripped
of a good many philosophical encrustations it is to find out in what way per-
ceived data are connected with each other. But social as distinct from natural
sciences are concerned with conjunctions of persons. Here, in one form or
the other, men face themselves ;! the “ objects " are also “‘ subjects . The
task of social scientists is to explore, and to make men understand, the patterns
they form together, the nature and the changing configuration of all that
binds them to each other. The investigators themselves form part of these
patterns. They cannot help experiencing them, directly or by identification,
as immediate participants from within ; and the greater the strains and stresses
to which they or their groups are exposed, the more difficult is it for them to
perform the mental operation, underlying all scientific pursuits, of detaching
themselves. from their role as immediate participants and from the limited
vista it offers.

There is no lack of attempts in the social sciences at detachlng oneself
from one’s position as an involved exponent of social events, and at working
out a wider conceptual framework within which the problems of the- day can
find their place and their meaning. Perhaps the most persistent effort in that
direction has been made by the great pioneering sociologists of the nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries. But their work also shows most conspicuously
the difficulties which, under present conditions, stand in the way of such an
attempt. On the one hand, they all attempted to discover, from one angle
or the other, the inherent order of the. social development of mankind, its
“laws ”’ as some of them called it. They tried to work out a comprehensive
and universally valid theoretical framework within which the problems of
their own age appeared as specific problems of detail and no longer as the
central problem from which those of other ages received their relevance and
their meaning. And yet, on the other hand, they were so deeply involved in
the problems of their own society that they often viewed in fact the whole
development of men’s relations with each other in the light of the hopes and

1 The problem of “ facing oneself ’ is no doubt far more complex than can be shown here.
It plays its part in explorations of nature as well as in those of society. For man forms part of
both. Every major change in men’s conception of nature, therefore, goes hand in hand with
a change of the picture they have of themselves. So does any change in their conception of the
social universe. Success and failure of any attempt to change from a more involved to a more
detached view of social phenomena is bound up with the capacity of men to revise the picture
they have of themselves in_accordance with the results of more methodical studies, and often
enough in a way which runs counter to deeply felt beliefs and ideals. In that respect the problem
of increasing detachment in the social sciences is hardly different from that which plays its part
in the development of the natural sciences.

However, it must still be regarded as an open problem how far men are capable of “ facing
themselves *’ of seeing themselves as they are without the shining armour of fantasies shielding
them from suﬁering past, present and future. It is fairly safe to say that their capacity to do so
grows and declines with.the degree of security which they enjoyed and enjoy. But it probably
has its limits.

However that may be, at present such problems can be discussed only in societies which
demand and produce a high degree of individualization and in which men are being brought up
to experience themselves, more perhaps than ever before, as beings set apart from each other by
very strong walls. There can be little doubt that the picture of self which is thus built up in
the growing person makes it rather difficult to envisage-oneself in a more detached manner as
forming patterns with others and to study the nature and structure of these patterns as such.
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. fears, the enmities and beliefs resulting from their role as immediate partici-
pants in the struggles and conflicts of their own time. These two forms of
approach—one more involved which made them see the development of
human society as a whole in the light of the pressing problems of their own
time, the other more detached which enabled them to visualize the short-term
problems of their own time in the light of the long-term development of
society—were so inextricably interwoven in their work that, in retrospect, it
is difficult to sift one from the other and to sort out their contribution to the
development of a more universally valid system of theories about men in
society from ideas relevant only as an expression of their own ideals and
idiosyncrasies in the struggles of a particular historical period.

Since then, a good deal more factual material about social phenomena
has been brought to light. The elaboration of a more impersonal body of
theories and their adjustment to a widening range of observed facts brought
to light under their guidance, has considerably advanced in some social sciences,
and advanced in some more than in others.! To a greater or lesser extent,
research in all human sciences still tends to oscillate between two levels of
consciousness and two forms of approach, the one more akin, one might say,
to a simple geocentric, the other more to a heliocentric approach. And the
constant upsurge of the former in connection with acute social and political
tensions effectively bars in most social sciences the steady continuity of
research which has become so marked .a characteristic of many natural sciences.

1 The evident differences in the levels of development of different social sciences have
perhaps not found quite the attention they deserve as a subject of research. Like the differences
in the development of natural and social sciences generally, they are relevant to any theory of
knowledge and of sciences.’

To set out here more comprehensively the problems raised by such differences would require
an exposition of the wider theory of knowledge implied in these observations on detachment
and involvement ; it would require fuller elaboration of the general conceptual framework that
has been used here and within which, as.one has seen, the development of scientific thinking,
as of thinking in general, and that of changes in the situation of those who think, instead of
being allotted to largely independent fields of studies, are linked to each other as different, but
inseparable and interdependent facets of the same process. Only with the help of such an inte-
grating framework is it possible to determine with greater precision different stages and levels
of thinking and knowing whether or not one adopts concepts like *‘ level of detachment ", *“ level
of fitness ”’, ““ level of control ’’ and others which have been used here.

On these lines, one might say, for example, that, under present conditions, anthropologists
have a better chance of developing theories on human relations to a higher level of fitness than,
say, those engaged-in the study of highly differentiated societies to which they themselves belong
or which are antagonists or partners of societies to which they belong ; they have a better chance,
not only because it is easier to survey, and to form relatively fitting theories about, social units
which are small and not too complex in structure, but also because the investigators themselves
are, as a rule, less directly involved in the problems they study. Anthropologists, in most cases,
study societies to which they do not belong, other sociologists mostly societies of which they
are members.

But in saying this, one refers only to one facet of the relationship between the mode of
thinking and the situation of those who think. To complete the nexus one would have to add
that the more detached theoretical tools of thinking which anthropologists have a chance to
build up in accordance with their specific situation, can themselves act, within certain limits,
as a shield against the encroachment upon their scientific work, and perhaps even on their personal
outlook, of more involved, more emotive forms of thinking, even if tensions mount.between
social units to which they belong as participant members and others in relation to which they
play mainly the part of investigators.

Here, too, in comparative studies on the development of social sciences, it may be more
appropriate and more profitable to focus on the relations of observers and observed than on either

.of them or on ‘‘ methods "’ alone.




236 PROBLEMS OF INVOLVEMENT AND DETACHMENT

The pressure of short-term problems which can no longer be solved in tra-
ditional ways, of social problems-which appear to require for their solution
procedures evolved and employed by scientific specialists, has increased
together with the complexity of human relations itself. Fragmentation of
social research has grown apace. Even as an aim of research the idea of a
wider theoretical framework connecting and unifying the problems and results
of more limited inquiries has become more remote; to many it appears
unattainable, to others, in addition, undesirable. For the immediate diffi-
culties of men springing .up in their own midst from the unmanageable forces
of social change, from conflicts and frictions among themselves, have remained
exceedingly great. The strength of involvements, within the social context
of men’s lives, if it has not actually increased, has hardly lessened.

Hence, whatever else may have changed since the days of the pioneering
sociologists, certain basic characteristics of the social sciences have not. For
the time being, social scientists are liable to be caught in a dilemma. They
work and live in a world in which almost everywhere groups, small and great,
including their own groups, are engaged in a struggle for position and often
enough for survival, some trying to rise and to better themselves in the teeth
of strong opposition some who have risen before trying to hold what they
have and some going down.

Under these conditions’ the members of such groups can hardly help
being deeply affected in their thinking about social events by the constant
threats arising from these tensions to their way of life or to their standards
of life and perhaps to their life. As members of such groups scientific special-
ists engaged in the study of society share with others these vicissitudes.
Their experience of themselves as upholders of a particular social and political
creed which is threatened, as representatives of a specific way of life in need
of defence, like the experience of their fellows, can hardly fail to have a strong
emotional undertone. Group-images, those, for instance, of classes or of
nations, self-justifications, the cases which groups make out for themselves,
represent, as a rule, an amalgam of realistic observations and collective fan-
tasies (which like the myths of simpler people are real enough as motive
forces of action). To sift out the former from the latter, to hold up before
these groups a mirror in which they can see themselves as they might be seen,
not by an involved critic from another contemporary group, but by an inquirer
trying to see in perspective the structure and functioning of their relationship
with each other, is not only difficult in itself for anyone whose group is involved
in such a struggle; expressed in public, it may also weaken the cohesion
and solidarity feeling of his group and, with it, its capacity to survive. There
is, in fact, in all these groups a point beyond which none of its members can
go in his detachment without appearing and, so far as his group is concerned,
without becoming a dangerous heretic, however consistent his ideas or his
theories may be in themselves and with observed facts, however much they
may approximate to what we call the ““ truth ”.

And yet, if social scientists although using more specialized procedures
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and a more technical language are in the last resort not much less affected in
their approach to the problems of society by preconceived ideas and ideals,
by passions and partisan views than the man in the street, are they really
justified in calling themselves ‘‘ scientists”? Does any statement, any
hypothesis or theory deserve the epithet ‘“ scientific ”, if it is ultimately based
on dogmatic beliefs, on @ priori assumptions, on ideas and evaluations which
are impervious to arguments based on a more systematic and dispassionate
examination of the available evidence? Can social scientists make any
specific contribution to the solution of major problems even of their own
groups, of their own country, class, profession or whatever it is, if they accept
as the self-evident foundation of their theories some of the religiously held
creeds and norms of one or the other of these groups so that the results of
their studies are destined from the start to agree, or at least not to disagree,
with the basic tenets of these communal beliefs ? Without greater detach-
ment and autonomy of thinking, can they hope to put in the hands of their
fellow-men more fitting tools of thinking and more adequate blueprints for
the handling of social and political problems—more adequate blueprints than
those handed on unreflectingly from generation to generation or evolved
haphazardly in the heat of the battle ? And even if they do not accept such
beliefs unquestioningly, are they not often impelled to use them as the general
frame of reference for their studies simply by sentiments of solidarity, of
loyalty or perhaps of fear ? Are they not sometimes only too justified in
thinking that it might weaken a cause which they regard as their own if they
were to subject systematically the religiously held social creeds and ideals of
one of their own groups to a more dispassionate scientific examination, that
it might put weapons in the hand of opponents or that, as a result, they
themselves might be exposed to ostracism if to nothing worse ?

The dilemma underlying many of the present uncertainties of the sciences
- of men is, as one can see, not simply a dilemma of this or that historian,
economist, political scientist or sociologist (to name only some of the present
divisions) ; it is not the perplexity of individual social scientists, but that
of social scientists as a professional group. As things stand, their social task
as scientists and the requirements of their position as members of other groups
often disagree; and the latter are apt to prevail as long as the pressure of
_ group tensions and passions remains as high as it is.

The problem confronting them is not simply to discard the latter role in
favour of the former. They cannot cease to take part in, and to be affected
by, the social and political affairs of their groups and théir time. Their own
participation and involvement, moreover, is itself one of the conditions for
comprehending the problems they try to solve as scientists. For while one
need not know, in order to understand the structure of molecules, what it
feels like to be one of its atoms, in order to understand the functioning of
human groups one needs to know, as it were, from inside how human beings
experience their own and other groups, and one cannot know without active
participation and involvement. ‘
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The problem confronting those who study one or the other aspects of
human groups is how to keep their two roles as participant and as inquirer
clearly and consistently apart and, as a professional group, to establish in
their work the undisputed dominance of the latter.

This is so difficult a task that many representatives of social sciences,
at present, appear to regard the determination of their inquiries by precon-
ceived and religiously held social and political ideals as inevitable. They often
seem to consider these heteronomous foundations of their pronouncements as
characteristic, not of a specific situation and, within it, of a specific dilemma,
but of their subject-matter as such. The latitude they allow each other in
their use of dogmatic ideals and evaluations as a basis for the setting of
problems, the selection of material and the construction of theories is very
wide ; and is apt to become wider still whenever the pressure of tensions and
passions mounts in society at large.

Vi

The chance 'which social scientists have to face and to cope with this
dilemma might be greater if it were not for another characteristic of their
situation which tends to obscure the nature of these difficulties. That is the
ascendancy gained, over the centuries, by a manner or style of thinking
which has proved highly adequate and successful in men’s dealings with
physical events, but which is not always equally appropriate if used in their
dealings with others. One of the major reasons for the difficulties with which
men have to contend in-their endeavour to gain more reliable knowledge about
themselves is the uncritical and often dogmatic application of categories
and concepts highly adequate in relation to problems on the level of matter
and energy to other levels of experience and among them to that of social
phenomena. Not only specific expectations as to how perceived data are
connected with each other, specific concepts of causation or of explanation
formed in this manner are generalized and used almost as a matter of course
in inquiries about relations of men; this mechanical diffusion of models
expresses itself, too, for example, in the widespread identification of ““ ration-
ality ”” with the use of categories developed mainly in connection with experi-
ences of physical events, and in the assumption that the use of other forms
of thinking must necessanly indicate a leanmg towards metaphysics and

irrationality.

e same tendency towards over-generalization shows itself in many
current ideas of what is and what is not scientific. By and large, theories of
science still use as their principal model the physical sciences—often not in
their contemporary, but in their classical form. Aspects of their procedures
are widely regarded as the most potent and decisive factor responsible for
their achievements and as the essential characteristic of sciences generally.
By abstracting such aspects from the actual procedures and techniques of
the physical sciences, one arrives at a general model of scientific procedure
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which is known as “ the scientific method ”. In name, it represents the dis- -
tinguishing characteristics common to all scientific, as distinct from non-
scientific, forms of solving problems. In fact, it often constitutes a curious
compound of features which may be universal with others characteristic of
the physical sciences only and bound up with the specific nature of their
problems. It resembles a general concept *“ animal ”’ formed without reference -
to the evolutionary diversity and connections of animal species from a rather
‘restricted observational field so that structures and functions common perhaps
to all animals, as distinct from non-living things and from plants, mingle in
it with others characteristic only of certain types of animals, of, say, mammals
or of vertebrates.

The assumption is that in this generalized form “ the scientific method
can be transferred from the field where it originated, from the physical sciences,
to all other fields, to biological as well as to social sciences, regardless of ‘the
different nature of their problems; and that ‘wherever it is applied it will
work its magic. Among social scientists in particular it is not uncommon to
attribute difficulties and inadequacies of their work to the fact that they do
not go far enough in copying the method of physical sciences. It is this
strong concentration of their attention on problems of ‘“ method " which tends
to obscure from their view the difficulties that spring from their situation and
from their own approaches to the problems they study.

The superior achievement and status of the physical sciences itself con-
stitutes a highly significant factor in the situation of those who work in the
field of social sciences. If, as participants in the life of a turbulent society,
they are constantly in danger of using in their inquiries preconceived and
immovable social convictions as the basis for their problems and theories,
as scientists they are in danger of being dominated by models derived from
inquiries into physical events and stamped with the authority of the physical
sciences. '

The fact itself that people confronted with the task of formulating and
exploring new sets of problems model their concepts and procedures on those
which have proved their worth in other fields is in no way surprising or unique.
It is a recurrent feature in the history of men that new crafts and skills, and
among them new scientific specialisms, in the early stages of their development,
continue to rely on older models. Some time is needed before a new group
of specialists can emancipate itself from the ruling style of thinking and of
acting ; and in the course of this process their attitude towards the older
groups, as in other processes of emancipation, is apt to oscillate : they may
go too far for a while and may go on too long in their uncritical submission
to the authority and prestige of the dominant standards; and then again,
they may go too far in their repudiation and in their denial of the functions
which' the older models had or have in the development of their own. In
most of these respects the emergence of the younger social sciences from
under the wings of the older natural sciences follows the usual pattern. _

But there can have been rarely a situation in which the gradient between

T T
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the comparatively high level of detachment manifest in the older branches
of knowledge and the much lower represented by the younger branchés was
equally steep. In the physical sciences, it is not only the development and
use of a specific method for the solution of problems and the testing of theories,
but the framing of problems and theories itself which presupposes a high
standard of detachment. The same method transferred to social sciences is
not infrequently used for the exploration of problems and theories conceived
and studied under the impact of strong involvements. Hence the use, in social
sciences, of a method akin to that evolved in the physical sciences often gives
to the former the appearance of a high level of detachment or of “ objectivity ”
which those who use-this method are in fact lacking. It often serves as a
means of circumventing difficulties which -spring from their dilemma with-
out facing it; in many cases, it creates a facade of detachment masklng a
* highly involved approach.

As a result, a crucial question is often regarded as sealed and solved which
in fact is still in abeyance the question which of the procedures and techniques
of the physical sciences are commensurate to the task of social sciences and
which are not. The abstraction from these specific procedures of a general
model of the scientific method, and the claim often made for it as the supreme
characteristic of research that is scientific, have led to the neglect, or even
to the exclusion from the field of systematic research, of wide problem-areas
which do not lend themselves easily to an exploration by means of a method
for which the physical sciences have provided the prototype. In order to
be able to use methods of this kind and to prove themselves scientific in the
eyes of the world, investigators are frequently induced to ask and to answer
relatively insignificant questions and to leave unanswered others perhaps of
greater significance. They are induced to cut their problems so as to suit
their method. The exclusive and seemingly final character of many current
statements about the scientific method finds expression in the strange idea
that problems which do not lend themselves to investigations by means of
a method modelled on that of the physical sciences are no concern of people
engaged in scientific research.

On closer investigation, one will probably find that the tendency to
consider a highly formalized picture of this one set of sciencés and their method
as the norm and ideal of scientific inquiries generally is connected with a -
specific idea about the aim of sciences. It is, one might think, bound up with
the assumption that among propositions of empirical sciences, as among
those of pure mathematics and related forms of logic, the only relevant dis-
tinction to be made is that between propositions which are true and others
which are false ; ‘and that the aim of scientific research and of its procedures
is simply and solely that of finding the “ truth ”, of sifting true from false
statements. However, the goal towards which positive sciences are striving
is not, and by their very nature cannot be, wholly identical with that of fields
like logic and mathematics which are concerned with the inherent order of
certain tools of thinking alone. It certainly happens in empirical investiga-
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tions that people make statements which are simply found to be false. But
often enough rough dichotomies like * true ” and “ false ’ are highly inadequate
in their case. People engaged in empirical research often put forward proposi-
tions or theories whose merit is that they are truer than others or, to use
a less hallowed term, that they are more adequate, more consistent both with
observations and in themselves. In general terms, one might say it is char-
acteristic of these scientific as distinct from non-scientific forms of solving
problems that, in the acquisition of knowledge, questions emerge and are
solved.as a result of an uninterrupted two-way traffic between two layers of
knowledge : that of general ideas, theories or models and that of observations
and perceptions of specific events. The latter if not sufficiently informed by
the former remains unorganized and diffuse; the former if not sufficiently
informed by the latter remains dominated by feelings and imaginings. It is
the objective of scientists, one might say, to develop a steadily expanding
body of theories or models and an equally expanding body of observations
about specific events by means of a continuous, critical confrontation to
greater and greater congruity with each other. The methods actually used
in empirical investigations, inevitably, vary a good deal, from discipline to
discipline in accordance with the different types of problems that present
themselves for solution. What they have in common, what identifies them
as scientific methods is simply that they enable scientists to test whether
their findings and pronouncements constitute a reliable advance in the direction
towards their common objective.

VII

Is it possible to determine with greater precision and cogency the limita-
tions of methods of,scientific research modelled on those of the physical
sciences ? Can omne, in particular, throw more light on the limits to the
usefulness of mathematical or, as this term is perhaps too wide in this context,
of quantifying models and techniques in empirical researches ?

At the present stdate of development, the weight and relevance of quanti-
fying procedures clearly differs in different problem-areas. In some, above
all in the physical sciences, one can see to-day no limit to the usefulness of
procedures which make relations of quantities stand for the non-quantitative
aspects of the relations of data; the scope for reducing other properties
to quantities and for working out, on the basis of such a reduction, highly
adequate theoretical constructs appears to be without bounds.

In other fields of research the scope for similar reductions is clearly very
much narrower ; and theoretical constructs based on such reductions alone
often prove far less adequate. Have problem-areas which do not lend them-
selves as well as the physical sciences to the application of quantifying methods
of research certain general properties which can account for such differences
in the scope and relevance of quantifying procedures as instruments of
research ?
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It is possible to think that this problem itself can be readily solved in
terms of quantities alone. As one passes from studies of matter and energy
and its various transformations to those of organisms and their development
as species and individuals and again to studies of men as societies and indi-
viduals (in not quite the same sense of the word), according to a not uncommon
view, the problems which one encounters becomes more complex ; the greater
complexity is often thought to follow from the fact that the number of inter-
acting parts, factors, variables or suchlike increase -as one moves from the
study of inorganic.matter to those of organisms and of men ; and as a result
of-this increase in numbers, so the argument seems to run, measurements
and mathematical operations generally, become more and more complicated
_and difficult. If one accepts the idea that it is the aim of scientific investiga-
tions everywhere to explain the behaviour of composite units of observation
by means of measureménts from that of their simpler constituent parts, each
of the variables affecting the behaviour of such a unit would have to be
measured by itself so as to determine the quantitative aspects of its relations-
with others. The greater the number of variables, the greater would be
the number of measurements and the more complicated would be the mathe-
matical operations necessary to determine their interplay. In the light of
this-hypothesis the demands made on the resources in manpower, in com-
puting machines, in mathematical techniques and in money and time would
progressively increase from one set of sciences to the other with the increase
in the number of factors that has to be taken into account. More and more,
these demands would .become prohibitive and research on quantitative lines
alone would no longer be possible. According to this view, it is for -that
reason that one has to resign oneself to the use of less precise and less
satisfactory methods of investigation in many fields of studies.

In a way, this approach to the observable limitations of quantifying
methods in research is itself not uncharacteristic of the manner in which forms
of thinking most serviceable in the exploration of physical data become dis-
tended into what almost represents a general style of thinking. The choice
of a heap of more and more factors or variables as a model for increasing
complexity is determined by a general expectation which is evidently based
on experiences in physical research, but which tends to assume the character-
of an a prior: belief : by the expectation that problems of all kinds can be
satisfactorily solved in terms of quantities alone."

However, the area within which this expectation can be safely used as
a guide to the formulation of problems and theories has very definite limits.
The properties of different units of observation characteristic of different
disciplines are not alone affected by the number of interacting parts, variables,
factors ‘or conditions, but also by the manner in which constituents of such
units are connected with each other. Perhaps the best way to indicate
briefly this aspect of these differences is the hypothetical construction of a
model of models which represent different frames of reference of scientific
problems in a-highly generalized form as composite units arranged according
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to the extent of interdependence of their constituents or, more generally,
according to the degree of organization which they possess.

Arranged in this manner, this continuum of models would have one pole
formed by general models of units, such as congeries, agglomerations, heaps
or multitudes, whose constituents are associated with each other temporarily
in the loosest possible manner and may exist independently of each other
without changing their characteristic properties. The other pole would be
formed by general models of units such as open systems and processes which
are highly self-regulating and autonomous, which consist of a hierarchy of
interlocking part-systems and part-processes and whose constituents are
interdependent to such an extent that they cannot be isolated from their
unit without radical changes-in their properties as well as in those of the
unit itself. ,

Between these two poles would be spaced out intermediary models !
graded according to the degree of differentiation and integration of their

‘constituents.

As one moves along this continuum of models from paradlgms of loosely
composed to others of highly organized units, as models of congeries step by
step give way to those of self-regulating open systems and processes with
more and more levels many of the devices developed for scientific research
into units of the first type change, or even lose, their function. In many
cases, from being the principal instruments and techniques of research, they
become, at the most, auxiliaries.

Less adequate, in that sense, becomes the concept of an mdependent
variable of a unit of observation which is otherwise kept invariant and, with
it, the type of observation and experimentation based on the supposition that
what one studies is a heap of potentially independent variables and their
effects.

Less adequate, too, becomes the concept of a scientific law as the general
theoretical mould for particular connections of constituents of a larger unit.
For it is one of the tacit assumptions underlying both the conception and the
establishment of a scientific law that the phenomena of which one wishes to
state in the form of a law that the pattern of their connection is necessary
and unchanging, do not change their properties irreversibly if they are cut
off from other connections or from each other. 'The type of relationship
whose regularity can be fairly satisfactorily expressed in the form of a law
is a relationship which is impermanent though it has a permanent pattern :
it can start and cease innumerable times without affecting the behaviour of
other constituents of the larger nexus within which it occurs or the properties

1 Even in the elementary form in which it is presented here, such a serial model may help
to clarify the confusion that often arises from an all too clear-cut dichotomy between congeries
and systems. Not all frames of reference of physical problems cluster narrowly around the
congeries pole of the model. Not all frames of reference of biological or sociological problems
have their equivalent close to the other pole. They are, in each of these areas of inquiry, more
widely scattered than it is often assumed. And although, in each of these areas, their bulk can

probably be assigned to a specific region of the serial model, frames of reference of the problems
of different disciplines, projected on this model, frequently overlap.

Ty
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of the larger nexus itself. General laws for particular cases, in short, are
instruments for the solution of problems whose referential frame is conceived
as a .congeries.!

The more the framework of problems resembles in its characteristics a
highly self-regulating system and process, the greater in other words the
chance that constituents are permanently connected with each other so that
they are bound to change their properties irrevocably if these connections
are severed, the more likely is it that laws assume a subsidiary role as tools
of research ; the more does one require as the paramount vehicle for exploring
and presenting regularities of part-connections, system and process-models
clearly representative of the fact that part-events are linked to each other
as constituents of a functioning unit without which they would not occur or
would not occur in this manner. '

» Nor do those time-honoured intellectual operations known as induction
and deduction retain quite the same character throughout this continuum
of models. In their classical form they are closely linked up with intellectual
movements up and down between discrete and isolated universals, which
may be general concepts, laws, propositions or hypotheses, and an infinite
multitude of particular cases which are also conceived as capable of preserving
their significant characteristics if they are studied in isolation independently
of all other connections.

When models of multitudes become subordinate to models of hlghly
organized systems another type of research operation gains greater prominence
modifying to some extent those of induction and deduction, namely movements
up and down between models of the whole and those of its parts. -

It is difficult to think of any well established terms expressing clearly
the differential qualities and the complementary character of these two opera-

1 In the case of the second law of thermodynamics an experimental and statistical law has
been interpreted as a statement about qualities possessed by the referential system as a whole,
that is by the physical universe. However, if one may use experiences in other fields as a model,
it is not always safe to assume that properties observed as those of constituent parts of a system
are also properties of the system as a whole. Whether or not one is justified, in this case, to
assume that regularities observed in a part-region of a system, in a part-region of both time and
space, can be interpreted as regularities of the whole system only physicists are entitled to judge.

However, these general considerations about laws are hardly affected by this case. In
physics as in other scientific disciplines the referential framework of problems is far from uniform.
Although, in the majority of cases, the units of observation are simply conceived as heaps, there
are others in which they are envisaged as units endowed with properties approaching to those
of systems. But compared with the models of systems and processes developed in some of the
biological and some of the social sciences those which have been produced in physical sciences
show, on the whole, a relatively high independence of parts and a relatively low degree of
organization.

This may or may not account for the fact that although the status of laws, in the classical
sense of the words, has to some extent declined in the physical sciences with the ascendance of
models which have some of the characteristics of systems, the change does not appear to be
very pronounced. What apparently has become more pronounced is the implied expectation
that the diverse laws discovered in studies of isolated connections will eventually coalesce and
form with each other a comprehensive theoretical scaffolding for the behaviour of the over-all
system as a whole. Perhaps it is not yet quite clear why one should expect that the unconnected
clusters of connections whose regularities one has more or less reliably determined will subse-
quently link up and fall into pattern. To expect that they will do so, at any rate, means assum-
ing that in the end all congeries including that of energy-matter will turn out to be systems
of a kind or aspects and parts of systems.
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tions. Perhaps one might call * analytical ”’ those steps of research in which
the theoretical representation of a system is treated more or less as a back-
ground from which problems of constituent parts stand out as the prime object
of research'and as a potential testing-ground for theoretical representations
of the whole; and one might call “ synoptic” (not to say ‘ synthetic )
those steps which are aimed at forming a more coherent theoretical repre-
sentation of a system as a whole as a unifying framework and as a potential
testing-ground for relatively unco-ordinated theoretical representations of con-
stituent parts. But whatever the technical terms, one can say that the
solution of problems whose framework represents a highly integrated unit
depends in -the long run on the co-ordination and balance between steps in
both directions. '

In the short run, synopsis may be in advance of analysis. Its theoretical
results have in that case, at the worst, the character of speculations, at the
best, if they are conformable to a larger body of observational and theoretical
fragments, that of working hypothesis. Many of the ideas put forward by
the pioneering sociologists of the nineteenth century, preoccupied as they
were with the process of mankind as a whole, illustrate this stage. Or else
analysis may be in advance of synopsis. In that case, knowledge consists
of a plethora of observational and theoretical fragments for which a more
unified theoretical framework is not yet in sight. A good deal of the work
done by sociologists during part of -the twentieth century can serve as an
illustration of that stage. Many of them, in reaction from the more specula-
tive aspects of the work done by the system-builders which preceded them,
became distrustful of any over-all-view and of the very idea of “ systems ”
itself ; they confined themselves more and more to the exploration of isolated
clusters of problems which could be explored as nearly as possible by methods
used by representatives of other sciences though they themselves lacked what
these others already possessed : a more unified, more highly integrated system
of theoretical constructs as a common frame of reference for isolated studies
of part-connections.

In the case of units of observation such as multitudes and populations
it is an appropriate aim of research to-develop theoretical models of a com-
posite unit as a whole by treating it as the sum total of its components and
by tracing back its properties to those of its parts. But this reduction of
the whole to its parts becomes increasingly less appropriate if one moves
within the continuum of models towards more highly organized units. As the
constituents of such units lose their identity if their connection with others is
broken off, as they become and remain what they are only as functioning
parts of a functioning system of a specific type, or even of an individual
system, the study of temporary isolates is useful only if its results are again
and again referred back to a model of their system ;' the properties of parts
cannot be adequately ascertained without the guidance provided by a theoreti-
cal model of the whole. At an early stage in the development of a particular
field of problems such models, like maps of largely- unexplored regions, may
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be full of blanks and perhaps full of errors which can be corrected only by
further investigations of parts. But however much one or the other may
lag behind, studies on the level of the whole system and studies on the level
of part-units are greatly impeded if they cannot rely on a measure of corre-
spondence and co-ordination which allows scientists to move the focus of their
observations and reflections freely from one level to the other.

7 VIII

The difficulty is that there are often more than two levels to be considered.
Highly structured systems and processes have often parts which are also
systems and processes ; and these in turn may have parts which again are
developing systems though with a smaller measure of autonomy. In fact,
such systems within systems, such processes within processes may consist of
many levels of varying relative strength and controlling power interlaced and
interlocked with each other ; so that those who are digging up knowledge on
one of them stand in need of free channels of communication with others who
are working in the many galleries above and below and, at the same time, of
a clear conception of the position and functions of their own problem-area,
and of their own situation, within the whole system.

In practice, such lines of communication are often deficient or non-
existent. Problems on different levels are frequently investigated by different
groups of specialists who look hardly beyond their particular pitch. Many
of them draw from limited experiences with problems characteristic of one
level, or merely of one of its aspects, inferences for the solution of problems
whose frame of reference comprises many levels or perhaps the whole system.
And if one of these groups, if, as it has in fact happened, specialists for the
study of units which represent a relatively low level of organization, such as
physicists, are greatly in.advance of others in the exploration of their level
and the development of corresponding techniques, the unselect imitation of
their models and methods in studies of more highly organized units is likely
to give rise to a welter .of misconceived problems.

For not only the whole system, but also each of its constituent systems

may display patterns of connections and regularities which are different and
which cannot be deduced from those of their constituent systems. Theoretical
models and methods of research designed for the study of units which are
less differentiated and integrated, can be, therefore, at best, only partially
appropriate as means of research into more highly organized units even if
the latter contain the former or homologues of the former as constltuent
parts.
' There are many instances of the difficulties that can ensue from the
application of models designed for the study of part-systems at one level of
organization to that of systems at another level or of the paramount-system
as a whole.

Take, for example, the old controversy about the usefulness of physical
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systems such as machines as explanatory models for biological systems such
as animals and men. If one adheres to the traditional way of thinking, one
‘can usually perceive only two possible solutions to the focal problem of this
controversy. One can either accept physical systems of one kind or the other
as complete models for organisms and assume, explicitly or not, that an
organism as a whole is a set of physical events on exactly the same level as
physical events outside organisms. Or one can adopt vitalistic models and
assume that special non-physical forces are at.work in organisms which account
for the observable differences between living and non-living systems.

In order to accept either of these two alternatives, one has to stretch
a good many points. As in other cases in which it is difficult, not simply
to find a solution for a problem, but to think of any possible model for a
solution which wduld fit the available evidence reasonably well, it is the
type of available models rather than the evidence which requires re-examina-
tion. The difficulties with which men have met, at least since the days of
Descartes, in tackling the question whether or not living systems can be
adequately explained*by analogies with non-living systems are closely bound
up with the tradition of thinking which decrees that the behaviour of whole
units has to be explained from that of their parts. It becomes less difficult
to conceive of a more fitting model for the solution of this question if it is
accepted that there are types of problems which require a different approach
—problems which can be brought nearer solution only if one is aware that
the units under observation have properties which cannot be inferred from
those of their parts.

Man-made machines, as we know them, are homologues not of all, but
only of some levels in the hierarchic order of open systems represented even
by animals of.a simpler type. As each system of a higher order may have
properties different from those lower-order systems which form its parts and
as animals rising in the evolutionary scale represent systems within systems
on a steadily rising number of levels, one would expect the behaviour and
characteristics of organisms to correspond only. partially to those of machines
or of chains of chemical reactions; one would expect organisms to display
characteristics which are only in some regards similar to, but in others different
from, physical systems, and yet to reveal themselves as nothing but heaps
of physical particles if their many-levelled orgamzatlon is destroyed or if
component parts are studied in isolation.

But one could no longer expect, in that case, that all problems of organ-
isms will be solved in the end by analogies with machines or with other physical
systems and that biological sciences will gradually transform themselves into
physical sciences. In living systems physical processes are patterned and
organized in a way which induces further patterning and organizing of these
. processes. Even if men should succeed in constructing artefacts with very
much more and much higher levels of organization and control than those
of any known machine, artefacts which could build and rebuild their own
structure from less highly organized materials, which could grow and develop,
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feel and reproduce themselves, one would have to apply to their construction
and to their study biological as well as physical categories and models.

) In controversies between vitalists and mechanists, both sides take it
more or less for granted that the model of explanation according to which
studies in the properties of parts are expected to provide the key for the
problems presented by those of the whole, is a universal model. In fact, it

is a specific and partial model appropriate only to the study of units on a

relatively low level of organization.?

Or take the much discussed question of the relationship between the
behaviour of higher animals and that of men. Attempts to explain the latter
in terms of the former are not uncommon. Yet, again, one cannot compre-
hend the functioning and structure of systems which embody a higher level
of organization and control alone in terms of others which' are less highly
organized even'if the former are the descendants of the latter. While men

function partly as other animals do, as a whole they function and behave in

a way no other animal does.

The change towards greater cortical dominance (to mention only one
aspect of these differences) provides a useful illustration of the way in which
an increase in the controlling and co-ordinating power of a part-system on a
very high level in the hierarchy of interlocking systems goes hand in hand
with changes in the equilibrium and the functioning of systems on all

levels and with a transmogrification of the over-all system itself. It is to -

differences such as these that one will have to turn in order to establish
more clearly and more firmly that and why the sciences of men cannot be
expected to transform themselves, sooner or later, into a branch of the
biological sciences -even though results of studies into aspects of men within
the competency of the latter form an integral -element of the former.
Finally, similar problems and similar difficulties can be found, again on
a dlfferent level and in a different form, in the long drawn-out dispute about

the relationship of ““individual ” and ““society ”. Again, one seems to be

left with the choice between two equally unsatisfactory alternatives. How-
ever much one may {ry one’s hand at some kind of compromise, on the whole,
opinions are so far arrayed in two more or less irreconcilable camps. One
can place oneself nearer those who think of societies as heaps or masses of
‘individual people and of their properties and their development, simply as
the outcome of individual intentions and activities ; and one can place oneself

nearer those who think of societies, of social processes in all their various -

aspects, more or less as if they existed in some sense outside and apart from
the individual people by whom they are formed. .
Common to both sides, again, is a style of thinking, an idea as to how

"1 One need hardly say that the same argument holds good with regard to the old dispute
about the relationship of what is traditionally called ““ body ’” and ‘““mind ”. In this case
too proposals for the solution of the problem on purely physical and on metaphysical lines are
usually representative of the same style of thinking and equally inept. They may be monistic
or dualistic; they may credit the ‘“ mind "’ with qualities of “ matter "’ or ‘' matter ”’ with
qualities of the * mind , all these propositions try'to account for the whole in terms of its parts.

bl i
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phenomena ought to be explained, which has been found most serviceable
in men’s attempts to explain, and to gain control over, physical events. But
in this case the impasse is not only due to the uncritical transfer of models
of thinking from one field to another. Attempts to work out better theoretical
models for the relationship of individual and society suffer even more from
the fact that this relationship has become, in our age, one of the focal points,
if not the focal point, in the clash of value systems, of social beliefs and ideals
which divide some of the most powerful groupings of men. In society at
large, the question what the rights and duties of individuals in society ought
to be, or whether the wellbeing of society ought to be considered as more
important than that of individuals, and other questions of ‘this kind, are
evocative of a wide range of practical issues which are highly controversial.
Answers to such questions form in many cases the shibboleth by which fol-
lowers of different social and political creeds recognize friend and foe. As
a result, reinforced as it constantly is by tensions and passions of rivalling
groups, the question as to what the relationship of individual and society
ought to be tends to mask and to muffle in discussions and studies the other
as to what kind of relationship it actually is—so much so that the simple
question of fact often appears to be almost incomprehensible. And as it so
happens that this factual question is representative of one of the basic problems
of the social sciences, the difficulties which stand in the way of any attempt
to distinguish and té detach it clearly from the topical social and political
questions which are often expressed in similar terms constitute one of the
major barriers to the further development of the social sciences and particularly
to that of sociology.

What has been said, so far, about other types of part-whole relationships
can be of some help, if not in solving, at least in clarifying this problem. In
many respects the relationship between men as individuals anid men as societies
differs from these other types. It is quite unique, and not all its features fit
entirely in the schema of a part-whole relationship. At the same time, it
shows many of its characteristics and presents many of the problems generally
associated with it.

All societies, as far as one can see, have the general characteristics of
systems with sub-systems on several levels of which individuals, as individuals,
form only one. Organized as groups, individuals form many others. They
form families ; and then again on a higher levél, as groups of groups, villages
or towns, classes or industrial systems and many similar structures which are
interlocked and which may form with.each other an over-all system, such as
tribes, city-states, feudal kingdoms or nation-states, with a dynamic power-
equilibrium of its own. This, in turn, may form part of another less highly
organized, less well integrated system; tribes may form with each other
a federation of tribes; nation-states a balance-of-power-system. In this
hierarchy of interlocking social units the largest unit need not be the most
highly integrated and organized unit; so far in the history of mankind it
never was. But whatever form it may take, that system in the hierarchy of

R :




250 PROBLEMS OF INVOLVEMENT AND DETACHMENT

systems which constitutes the highest level of integration and organized power
is also the system which has the highest capacity to regulate its own course.
Like other Open systems, it can disintegrate if the pressure of tensions from
within or without becomes too strong. As long as its organization remains
more or less intact, it has a higher degree of autonomy tha.n any of its
constituents. -

And it is the structure and developmient of this system which in the
last resort determines those of its part-systems including those of its individual
members. Different levels in this hierarchy of systems, such as individuals
as such or as families or as classes, have a greater or smaller measure of
autonomy ; they may, for example, co-operate or they may fight with each
other. But the scope for autonomous actions varies with the properties of
the paramount system as well as with the location of part-units within it ;
and so does the basic personality structure of its individual members. For
on the properties and the development of this system depend those of the
institutionalized set of relationships which we call * family **; this, in turn,
induces the organization and integration of functions in individual children
who as adults will be cailed upon to carry on, to develop and perhaps to change .
the institutions_of the paramount system which, by means of this and of
other homeostatic devices, is enabled to perpetuate at least some of its
dlstmgmshlng cHaracteristics.

Thus unique as the relationship of “ individual ”’ and “ society ” is, it
has this in common with other part-whole relationships characteristic of
highly organized, self-regulating systems that the regularities, the attributes
and the behaviour of systems on different levels and above all those of the
paramount system itself cannot be described simply in terms appropriate to
those of their parts; nor can they be explained as effects of which their
constituents are the cause. And yet they are nothing outside and apart
from these constituents.

Those who approach social phenomena, wittingly or unwittingly, as if
societies were nothing but heaps of individual people and who try to explain
the former in terms of the latter cannot conceive of the fact that groups
formed by individuals, like other organizations of part-units, have properties
of their own which remain unintelligible for an observer if his attention is
focused on individual people as such and not, at the same time, on the
structures and patterns which individuals form with each other.

Those who approach social phenomena, wittingly or not, as if these
‘phenomena existed independently of the individuals by whom they are formed
are usually aware of the fact that phenomena of this kind have their irreducible
regularities. But expecting as they have been trained to expect, that the
regularities of composite units can be deduced from those of their parts and
perhaps puzzled by the fact that they cannot deduce the social regularities
which they observe simply and clearly from individual regularities, they tend
to fall into a manner of speaking and thinking which suggests that social
phenomena exist in some sense independently of individual people. They
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tend to confuse having regulanues of their own ”’ with “ havmg an existence
of their own ”, in the same way in whlch the fact that organisms have regular-
ities which cannot be deduced from those of unorgamzed physical events is
often interpreted as a sign that something in organisms has an existence
independently of physical events. Here as elsewhere, the inability to think
in terms of systems leaves people with the choice between two equally unpalat-
able alternatives, with the choice between atomistic and hypostatic conceptions.

Some problems cannot be brought nearer solution mainly because one
has not sufficient facts to go on, others mainly because, as problems, they are
misconceived : General ideas, types of classes, the whole manner of thinking
may be malformed or simply inadequate-as a result of an uncritical transfer
of intellectual models from one context to another. Some of the difficulties
encountered in social sciences are of this type. They are due to insufficiences
not so much in the knowledge of facts, as in the basic ideas, categories and
attitudes used in making observations of, and in handling, facts: Since
people conceived the idea that one might explore not only physical, but also
social phenomena, as it were, scientifically, those who tried to do so, have
always been, more or less, under the influence of two types of models developed,
in different contexts, by two. more powerful groups: models of setting and
solving problems about social phenomena current in society at large and
those of dealing with problems about *“ nature ” developed by natural scient-
ists. It is a question how far either of these two types of models is suited to
scientific inquiries into social phenomena. By raising it, one adumbrates
the need for re-examination of a wider problem: that of the nature and
acquisition of human knowledge generally.

" Models of the first type are often used unintentionally by social scientists.
They are concerned with phenomena from a sphere of life in which the con-
tingency of unmanageable dangers is continuously high ; it is difficult for them
to disengage the ideas and concepts they use in their specialized work as

scientists from those used day by day in their social life. The hypothetical .

model used for the study of problems of this kind is a continuum of which one
marginal pole is formed by properties of persons and their situation character-
istic of complete involvement and complete lack of detachment (such as one
might find it in the case of young babies) and the other of properties character-
istic of complete detachment and a zero-point of involvement.

Models of the second type, those of natural sciences, are often, ‘though
not always, copied deliberately by social scientists ; but they do not always
examine, at the same time, in what respect these models are consonant with
their specific task. Pressed by uncertainties, not unconnected with the
strength of their involvements, they are apt to seize upon these models as
on ready-made and authoritative means for gaining certainty often enough
without distinguishing clearly whether it is certainty about something worth
knowing or something rather insignificant which they have gained in this
way. As one has seen, it is this mechanical transfer of models from one
scientific field to another which often results in a kind of pseudo-detachment,
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in a malformation of problems and in severe limitations of topics for research.
The hypothetical model used for the study of problems of this kind is a con-
tinuum of models of composite units arranged according to the degree of inter-
dependence of part-units. By and large, problems of the physical sciences
have as their frame of reference concepts of units with a relatively low degree
of organization. Problems referring to units of an equally low degree of
-organization, e.g. to populations in the statistical sense of the word, are not
lacking in the social sciences. But in their case units of this type are always
parts of other far more highly organized units. Types of concepts, of explana-
tions and procedures used for inquiries into the former are, at the best, only
of limited use in scientific studies of the latter ; for in their case, in contrast
to that of units of low organization, the knowledge one has gained about
properties of isolated parts can only be assessed and interpreted in the light
of .the knowledge one has gained of properties of the whole unit.

If it is difficult for social scientists to attain greater autonomy of their
scientific theories and concepts in relation to public creeds and ideals which
they may share, it is not less difficult for them to gain greater autonomy in
-the development of their scientific models in relation to those of the older,
more firmly established and successful physical sciences. The crucial question
is whether it is possible to make much headway towards a more detached,
-more adequate and autonomous manner of thinking about social events in
a situation where men in groups, on many levels, constitute grave dangers
for each other. Perhaps the most significant insight to be gained from such
reflections is the awareness of what has been named here, inadequately enough,
the “ principle of increasing facilitation ” : The lower social standards of
control in manipulating objects and of detachment and adequacy in thinking
about them, the more difficult is it to raise these standards. How far it is
possible under present’ conditions for groups of scientific specialists to raise
the standards of autonomy and adequacy in thinking about social events and
to impose upon themselves, the discipline of greater detachment, only experi-
ence can show. Nor can one know in advance whether or not the menace
which human groups on many levels constitute for each other is still too great
for them to be able to bear, and to act upon, an over-all picture of themselves
‘which is less coloured by wishes and fears and more consistently formed in
cross-fertilization with dispassionate observations of details. And yet how
else can one break the hold of the vicious circle in which high affectivity of
" ideas and low ability to control dangers coming from men to men reinforce

<«
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BHOPAL

29th. May 1939,

My dear Norbert,

This is. the second draft of my reply to your
letter, for which many thanks., You know that your letter was
too short. I want to know more of what you are doing, and to
have some of the news which the newspapers here lamentably fail
to supply.

Aubrey wants me to thank you very much for your
1etter, and to say that hef?eply at great length-as soon 'gs he
is free of these continuai appointments here.

E

In reply %Z%r letter, the Red Sea was not so hot
as here, the films did melt” (aIl of them), and our personal
' relatlons are progressing on a certain equilibrium of torpor.

point ever Since I landed ; It gives me great pleasure to use thatéf%

phrase, because tlie thermometer here stands at 110 degrees in
. the shade, o

In my first letter to you, which I tore: up, it belm
s0. stupid I pontificated on the- guestion-of .the effect of Western
crises on the minds here. of course, I am'really in a maze-about
everything, I ¢an only say thisi ~the news: is atrociously reported
ify the Indian press, and I seldom heard European politics discussed
When an Indian wants to Know- what part of India a man comes from,
f¥m he asks from what country? and the papers are full, except
for the. front page two colunmns devoted to Crisls, of communal
strife (I cannot convey how much this seems to enter into convers-
ation, all-day Xiving, it is built in the person), of labour
troubles in the States, of mumbo-jumbo speeches by officials. Alsg
the Muslims, who are said to be traditionally more friendly towards
the British, are being much disaffected by the Arab-Jewish trouble.
As far as I can sec now, the effect on India. of any proper settle-
ment must be bad. :

But I cannot see very far. I have never been so
bewildered. And I do not lnow where to start to tell you the
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-~ . or sit about., .The chawls, or brokén-down, rat- infested: tenement
.. “pulldingzare not'big enough to hold them all although they sleep

thousands of things. The first few days in India, I was mildly
stupld, and then; instead of recovering, I relapsed into infantil-
ism, when nothing at all went right. Luckily, no .real damage

was done in. personal relatins, and I got.-on. well with the Indians -
I met. But the real hurdle is yeéet to- come, as I have not yet met .

the Nawab..

.. Bombay was.a strage place. You know that it
was one amusement of mine while I was at Dufay's toé find out- by
looking round why a town existed - if the river: explained it, or
the harbour, or the natural resourses, - and how these things
dominated the lay-out. But I.could never fing my. way‘round ‘Bombay,
right up to the. last.day., It is set on-an:¥ island, and, with a
vast and almost empty mainlard just ovér the. bridge, they are, at
imnense cost; reclaiming land from the sea.“ ‘Onthis-land, ‘they
are building ‘huge blocks :of modernismus flats, until: the skyline o
is beginhing to resenble New York. -Rents are exhorbitant -I
asked nearly everyone, but noone could say why it was necessary i
to add to a sub-continent in order that none-too-rich people could
live at great cost. The rest of Bombay is people. At nights they
sleep in thousands all over the ‘pavemants. During: ‘the daysy they
serve in the shops, or. sell on the streets, or work in the’ ‘mills,

‘nine and ‘ten to.a room.‘

Withal, Bombay is the most expensive téwn I

“ have ever been to. A Rupee (1/6) goes nowhere. The usual price

o will ‘be: theilr first big legislation. The Parsees, who: apparently

in the oopular cinemas is 3/6 You saw.our- luggage -~ they. charged
- us” 10/6 exceéss-on it from Bombaylto Bhopal. ‘£3:10:0 a week for

a two—roomed unfurnished flat 1s considered,fairly Treasonable.

In fact, the only chéap. things;x I saw in | ombay were the pros-
titutes behihd bars in- Grant ‘Road, who sell:theirs ‘wares for i
5d. And yet, of. course, the mill-hand earns 1/6 per day, and keeps
a family on it. <Congress sgys that ke will'bée:able.to keep his
family even. better when Prohibition is introduced into. ‘Bombay.-on-
August- Ist. Bombay is governed by Congressj; .and this Iiquor. law

"realLy -hold the position in- Bombay that the’ Jews were sald to- .
occupy - in: Germany, ‘are fur ous, But the: rest of the opposition L
is“tongue tied = neither the-Hindu nor Mohammedan religions -allow
drinking. So, although all the: parties hate one anothers' guts,

the subject cannot be discussed except on a high legalistic plane. ,
Aubrey has interviewed the Minister respomsible in Bombay, and !
the Muslim Minister xx® of a previous Government in the same post, :
and he will tell you whether there is any Jjustification for the .
law, .|
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. Everybody admits that.the credit arrangements
of Bombay. are.in a fine muddle. The men. who actually sit
behind fruit baskéts in Crawford Market and proffer mangoes,
have their telephone-tucked-behind -6ne of the -baskets and’ deal
in contracts sometimes to thousands “of pounds. These men:
may have houses (in thelr brother's. name) on- Mgalabar’ Hill
the millionaire's row of many«loggiaed old style Indian
houses with interior courtyards. Tomorrow these market-men
may be bankrupt .or trebly ricl. They have a week's credit;
if theyfall, they go bankrupt, and carry on.

~ The rest you can imagine:~you- never hear
Indian musicy hot ‘jazz has replaced it; the only dancing ‘is
ball—room, the English out . of ‘many mouths is well-nigh- perfect'
the ignorance of India is colossal - I did start telling them
about India, but it was too hot.

Today 1s Monday. We suggested to our gulde and
general mentdér here that he should take ‘us to the Sanchi Stupa
on Wednesday, and he asked, were We.in. such g hurry? He ls a fat -
man named Mahmud, and no lazier than anyone else here. It is‘*i‘ y
assumed that we shall be Here throughout the ‘monsoon,: and that
we shall (at _great leisure) proceed to visit the other Princes,

‘Gwalior, Bikanér, Jodhpur, Jaipur, Kashmir Hyderabad and some

others., The day starts at 6.30 a.,m., stops at 10 a.m., starts
again at 5p.m. and. then you had better go to bed garly if you
are to bé up at 6 a.m. tomorrow.,

You will: get some conception of the suddéen change
from Bonibay to hére when I tell you that’when:we pass in our
py jamas along .the porch guards spring to attention, that. we have
different cars for different times of thé day, that each evening
at 5 p.m. we have to attend the hockey matches with the Ministers.
I may not know better, but to me.this is a dream town. It is
on two hills on the side of a great lake, and the whole thing is

,minarets, domes, Saracenic forts- and bloseom. ‘The: head gear 1is
.the fez. In:the ‘evening, the Persian carpets aré-laid, and

the great of ‘the State’ watch the jousting match of hockey sticks
with much approbation.’

It cannot be saild that the city of Bhopal is in
too good a.condition. Most of the proud Persian architecture is
faintly delapidated But the water 1s pure, and Bhopal has
four facteries, including an ice-cream- factory: Nearly the whole
state is electrified, and a metal road Tuns Through the city.
Most of the things to see and hear are Muslim, but the Hindus
are actually in the majdrity.

On the other side of the lake is the jungle,
where there are tigers, cheetahs, panthers and so on. The whole
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country is fu**'of snakes, and the: time is not far off when I
shall see myéft stirat 1n Indla. =

You ‘say in your letter that we- at léast are doing
something, but so far, moving from place to place has not con-
stituted daéing anything. The hospitality is overwhelming, and
the heat at this time of ‘the :yedr is so oppressive that are just
now beginning to come up the other side. '

=z We think of you a great dea= We arealways
saying that-this or. that would appeal to Norbertv and: I know that
so far I have failed to convey to you the fascination of "this
place, and how it would interest you. How right I was to want
so much to come here,

This bewilderment will pass, and faculties return,

. .and meanwhile-you must téll me more about you owh doings ~ by the
. way, I forgot to mention the boat -~ 1t was a crashing bore, and

had we:.not met some surgeons on: their- way to their doom” and

fmilitary stations, ‘we “would surely ‘havé thrown ourselves,aping—""
" pong bats’ and .all, oberboard I had sempiternal indigestion

from the frozen food, and the boat passed every interestlng
sight in the dead of night. .

Another by the way. After much enquiry, we

managed t6- dig :up. a ‘showing of ‘the- Gujerati drama An Bombay.

" The .audience .were mostily Cong‘ess men- in- their Gandhi icaps;,
with. their wives - and bables.*gThey diplayed at ‘thetbox office'
'absolutely no. welcome- tofus. -The play was % a Social drama,

about the evil effects of mohey and Europeanisatlon, played
mostly by men. There were only two women in the:cast, and
thé ugliest men took the women's parts.. The overwhelmlng
impression (what with the mnoisy, eating and drinking audience,
and the stentorian delivery of the- actors,'and' ‘ejstychomathia
vas:.that we -
'tophanes

d *s, and the Dathos profound

frequent. The audience ‘clapped, cheered and Whistled every
satiric quip slung at them across the orchestra. By dint of

much persuasion, and sitting around, we managed to get some

phtbographs from back -stage, atb the performance a week later.

These photographs are among the most interesting things' we have
so far got. )

.I have kept this letter going, on and off, all
day long; anﬁxifxxnnxxanxmanxgxxxkxxkxmxxxnxxnnﬁxmxvand the rest
will wait until we meet by air-mail the next time.
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My dear Nprbert,

“inued “silence to mean }

You must. riot take: my: co’

‘T have forgotten anything On the contrary, I remember -you "and

what you have said-every day. 'No: I will not write’ at” length
until I am sure that I am moving on solid ground.

In fact, the thoyght that I shall.ultimately -
state'my findings to you acts as: a;check on silllness. What \“‘

successful. tOLChatten e 5
formulate monstrous lies mxnameans no ‘more- than that one is
'a man of this odd wotld.

Here I am in the midst of a preserved
feudalism: I shall describe it when I have managed to see it.
I walk each day from the Palace to the village at the gates.
At ‘the moment I -can sSee~one and then the other: I. can get no
mental view pf-the both together. Like a camera lens, the ’
angle of my mind is. not wide enough. '

You know that my mind is fundamentally

.anti-social, mr® Philistine and Fascist! I was on my very best

behavious when I came to India: Liberal mindede, interested in-the:
survival of culture;j distressed at the emidence -of povent o

Ehue “furugex fugaces ; the liberal phase is gone, “and” I-4m- '1i
in a riotous mood ‘of: pralsing every ‘evidence of Westernisation,
listening to the jazz music, admiring the modern/architecture,
talking English loudly and confidently, refusing to be subtly
Oriental ( that makes me sick) , arrogantly maintidning my

stand among savages. Do not sudden}y interrupt . I am right.

T am following the trend. To do ®X anything else is to go against
the trend, to be tourist , to be Bnglish,.. Paradoxical, of -
course, I was.miserable until I saw the paradox I am- geginning
to enjoy India, now that ‘I have admitted it to myself. i

My danger was that I am like Hitler : I only see

Tike THAT. (You remember) Supposing THAT is- contrary to what Is.

Diaster. For days I thought it was. I was romantic. T did not
maintain THAT narrow viewpoint Then-- illusion vanishes-- my
view is their view

More soon. Keep well Tell me the news. You
kmow I consider you one of the greatest men ¢f the age. Genuinely.

My lov
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My dear *aurice,

If you've wondered why I haventt writfen to you,
that shows you ununderstanding., I should have done I know twenty
times over, but I must put a brave face on it, and say that I
write for my living which leaves my wrist sore and my mind be-
fuddled with half statements and evasions. Such hackwriting won't
do for talking to you, and I've put it off for I don't know how long
from day to day, until now I don't know whéther I can even make s
semblance of saying what I think, Lope da Vega isn't in it: Aubrey
and I have written betwex us nearly four hundred fifteen-minute
pPlays in the last year; and now when I'm writing to you, I am pausirg
before each line, finding it difficult to make a straight statement.
I have spent more than a year outdoing Shaw, putiing six liars one
zxxanx against the others, and not worrying whether the truth
emerges. t gets in the bones,

I have the haziest idea of whatl you are doing: I
hear that you are going to Oxford, I wonder why, (you know I took
one look at the place znd fled, afterwards receiving the news that
I wasn't wanted anyway). You don't imagine that even whaxyxsrrxkarims
your brains will survive Oxford, do you? Surely it would have been
better to have gone to London, and to have found yourself in Cam-
bridge, becuaes in the resultant muddle you might have found some
guiet in which to educate yoursyﬁf. I expect an apologia by the
next post. Nobody says whether the scholarship was in English
(which would be terrible) or in History (which would be better,
becuase once you learn what it is, you never want to make it),
or in that best of all subjects for persons in our station, Imitatio
Patricii. However, I was overjoyed when I heard, and my ex cathedra
pronouncement to you is this: my boy, your eldest brother has now
reached an age when it has become apparent that he will do nothing
in living, and for christ's sake do something yourself.

A joy that I miss in never writing letters 1s the
Joy of talking about myself; and I shall now give you a brief resume
of my dggringolade since arrival in this godforsaken country. I
intended that this letter should be beautiful and sad. Starting off
with an opium laden gquote from Baudelaire, about 'un immense
decouragement, une sensation d'isolement insupportable, une peur
perpetuelle d'un malheur vague, une défiance complete de mes forces,
une absence totale de désir, une impossibilité de trouver un amuse-
ment quelconque. Je ne me rappelle pas gtre tombé jamais si bast.
and after that sweet incense of self pity, I was going tompass on
to a rapid description of the high hopes I ensbdrtained when the
boat came out of Liverpool{with quotes from my own verse) and ending
with a bitter account of my present state (including the present
measurement of my waistline). However the mocd has passed off.
(Only e#plicable by the fact that today I have had a diarrhoes,
and my Freudian undergrowth has probably explained that I have
already created enough toddy, and that a plain stetement of facts
is now as much as my faculties are capable of.)

How can I write to you? 1Itt's too long by far since
I saw you, and everybdhing that has happened has put space betwsen us.
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I don't understand much nowadays, 1t is as if I have been in hospital
or in prison for a long time. Your emotive capaclty and grip with
things must have jumped far ahead of mine during the last year.

You write to me,

You have emotionally Jjumped forward I lmagine %m® a good
ten years, and while I was away, we bacame of the same generatiomn.
Now we both now that the operative thing was that we both lived
in the same twenty years (the otner difference in our ages no longer
counts) in T.S.Eliot's 'twenty years largely wasted, the years of
ltentre deux guerres!, IHewe you made anything oul of it? Poetry?

Or is it all praxis and no polesis where you are: you see ho®, much
I don't know. In a way you are better off than I was: ten yea€§
ago ewryone was shouting at me, believe this, opine that, Jjoin™.
this, make up your mind on this and that once and for all, think!
and nowadays noone at all does any thinking, noone cares whal you
believe or what you dont't believe, so long as you do the outward
correctness; and so you are free., Or am I wrong again?

Now itttz the day alfter that last par was written and I note
with interest that it contains one quotation (unnecessary) and two
Greek words (pedantic, and anyway implying a misunderstanding of
Plato). To crown it, there is a paternal note which I abhor. Let
us get off the Chesterfield, .

Now for my CAREER., I started in & small way and worked up.
So did my wailstline. Now, i f you met me, you would find me
complacent, wellbehaved, discreet, hypocritical, pontifical lapsing
into advertising manager pmmesiky pomposity, I can raise a neat
eyebrow at other peoplefs misdemeanours, I reserve low toned: for he
truth and an oratorlical fervour for lies, and I am described by
the C.I.D. here as 'eminently reliable!., Je ne me rappelle pas
etre tombe Jjamais si bas.

We embarked on the diffusion of opinions by radio by
produclng each evening a fifteen minute dramatisation of the day's
news, acting it and produsing it, and in time we became so famous
that abuse of us appeared in the newspapers every morning for mcnths.
The anglophiles abused us for supporting the war, and the nonviolent
nationalists ® abused us for not supporting the war. (This is liger-
ally true, consistency is not an Indian trait.) Hnfce we Lecame
the most talked ahout people anywhere, and our salaries lncreased.
Which redoubled the abuse; which, in its turn, looks as if it mighk
may redouble our salaries, At the same time, I had control of the
Hindustani broadcasts, and as I don't know more than six words of
Hindustani, this was a great success. (A contradiction in ferms is
a wow here, royal rvoad to success;., I wish I could send you some
of the headlines 'MENON AND ROWDOM DO THISt MENON AND ROWDON DO THATY,
but they!re too big. In this regard, this is probably the most
hilaricus time I shall ever spend., The standard of the press here
is low, but inventive. Last weck the radio station played a piece
of music called 'Panis angelicus', and a very flattering review appear-
i¥r ed in the press themnext morning - 'An exquisite rendering was given
of the famous 'Pallls and Jellicus'!, and of Sikeliusts !'Valse Triestel,
You're wronges it was written by an Englishman, ‘

Then we =went for a holiday, a few days in Goa, the place
where Vasco da Gama landed up when he first got to India, It belongs
to the Portuguese, it is pretty and dirty. There is an abandoned
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city lying Just putside the main town, of cathedrals, cpnvents

and monasteries, all in the finest Spanish Barogue style, huge and
white, a grandiloquent assurance of the obstinate belief that
christianity can be transported lock, stock and cathedral, into
anywhere, Grandees lived there pretending it was home, and now
when you clap you hands there, bats two and three feet across crash
in hundred out of the trees and the belfries,

(I can laugh., What else flo I do but the same, as the grandees
I mean, I surround myself with books from En%égﬁd, gramophone records
from England, picturereproductions from England.)

One midnight, in a full moon, six of us went up the river,
got drunk on vluptuous Portuguese wine, and nearly upset tne motor
boat with political squabbling. The palm trees on the bank looked
gueer, as 1f mocked up for a film set. They were like black frets,
and would have been rather trivial if everything hadn't been so
huge; the echo of the motor boat was tens of miles wide, anc the
Jungle - well, you get used to jungle, but not when it's a big as
this., The cathedrals on the hills sazy ten miles mway loocked like
a ghost story, or like French romantic verse., I could run my hand
in the water by the beat and pick up the minute phosphoerescent
fish, When the hand is cupped and held to the eye, they sparkke
all over the fingers. Then my hand hit something hard and knobbly.
Endeavouvbing hard to stop my teeth biting into my heart, I casually
asked, 'Are there any, by any chance, do you think, perhaps,
Crocodiles in this river?®! My wine-providing host answered!'Yes,
thousands of them, thousands'.

After that purple patch, we returned to Bombay, but before
that tell Norbert that one day while I was shaving (we lived in a
couple of huts, very primitive) a rat ran over the shaving soap, and
I WENT ON SHAVING, ©Fve: my repressions are repressed in this new
bourgeois glory. We went back to radio, and did you hear me broadcast
from London, on one Sunday morning, when I said Harmy 'eadquarters.
The recording man from London breadcast back grudgingly 'Hundred per
cent intelligibility, but tell him for God's sake be more careful!.

I do hope you or Mum or Dad heard my little contribution towards the
brightening up of the BBC programmes.

The latest baby that I suckle is the French broadcast every
night from here to Europe.(Plck it up one night, 5.30 Greenwich time,
I don't speak of course, but you!ll know I'm kicking if not alive).
This isn't drama, it's newspaper work - fussing Reuter telegrams
together into some semblance of news., I forgot to say itts on e £
thirty three metres., Bt s, o bl o flomh Jchatt fon fiishen o Ggmgpuroont 4577

Here is the rest of the news: probable that a selection gf our
radlo programmes will be published in the autumn or winter - no lialson
left with Zurope, so they will have to published here - dead end.

Will send a copy for your derision.

There are a couple of friends here, svelte daughters of one-
time High Commissioner in London, who posed me question'Do you know
your namesake, lMaurice Rowdon?'! I admitted blood relationship. 'You
don't mean to say that you're the brother of Maurice Rowdon?' I
admitted that I did mean to say, and it appears that they think very
highly of you as a poel, and the new regard to me as the brédher of
Maurice Rowdon has only recently died down. Which is only reasonable
seeing you have published nothing for a long time. Wiy not? And
they adored your photograph.
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‘ Re your photograph, Aubrey wrote a very lovely play
about it, and put it on the air, calling it 'Portrait of a young
man smiling', and giving the most accurate details of your
conversation on Charing Cross Station when we left. I played
Jou.

About this being in India when I'd rather not, I find
that I doéted out some verse on the beat coming out, like thils:

T know that I have dreamt snd gone again tc seeming places,
squandered all my now for soon,

and, Alexander into Asia, burned my boats,

and turned my back on moated faces,

on you who have no courtyards to your hearts and no gates there,
who have your pleasures stored and let no others neard

If I knew that India was & seeming place, why did I come
and is it true, what I said about the english, or had my tail got
lodg=d between my legs? _

Nowadays, I grab at dying things. liathematics and the
kindred philosophy you remember I used to read, I still read, at
intervals, but it is all old stuff, nobody dces anything new.

And you cannot empect anyone with any bem$e to follow any other
poetry besides, say, Eliot and Rilke. The flouncy upper-middle
boys write schools magazine stuff. I might give you Dylan
Thomas, but is it any use reading nice words cloaking such abysmal
ignorance? Auden 1s a Journalist, with the spirit of a Calverley.
Spender, obsessed with his own profile, gets published too easily.
McNeice makes a pretty advance on the Georgian tradition, but
he makes all his poetry up. That doesn't say what I mean, but ,
they all get their inspiration foom one another's poetry. Except
for Day Lewis's tran3iation of the Georgics - I thought it
beautiful, and I was alofist gonvinced, so I got Auden's another
Time, and Wé’s not as good as Alexander Woolcott.
And did anyone write any music in the last ten years? I believe
one or two of Stravinsky's more trivila pieces came in that time,
but nothing else (Bartok perhaps, and Sibelius, who's an island).
Is anything more worn out than surrealism? The monotonous filigree
of Finnegan's Wake, as far as I can see, merely scribbles away on
the surface of everything. One catchpenny biography of Joyce claims
that the book is based on the writings of Giambattista Vico and
Giordano Brunc. How nice it must be to be really educated.

’ All right. Sour grapes.

Now this is ten days later. You notice I taske good care
not to date m¥ lebtfers. Because this is how it always is - ever
since I wrote the words 'sour grapes! Itve been caught up in a lot
of time-wasting oogy~bloogy which it would be tirescme tc report.
Nowadays I'm so discontented with everything I do, that I don't even
dare reread this letter, for fear I tear it up. Why one should not
be content to live miles from the c¢ entre of a voclcano during eruptbon
I do not ¥now. But it's so., And as for India, it &s a fake civilsat-
ion, Nothing here at all except a long, long tradition of bad quality
The languages - myriads of them - will not express anything. Buckets
of prissy mysxkg mysticism. The architecture is sbominably matter-of-
fact, a prosald piling of one stong on another, Sculpture had a
short burst, of painting there aresmotheaten examples in the whole
country - and these have a dreadful calligraphic sameness.

PP ik £ WP W
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Religion is everywhere you X®ax tread, boneheaded people bowing

and scraping, gabbling over and over and over and over and OVer

the same ululations - an earnest lady asked me, Mr Rowdon, what

will your impression of India be when you have left it] and I
ansawered, millions of raised behindsj and she thought I was

being witty ( earning my drink). If you calculate how many millimns
of times the words Mahogmmed or Shiva have been ululated in a

rasping tenor to the disease-laden air, I should think only a row

of beans would stretch as far. The poverty here is appalling, but
the upper classes are alive to 1t, in Southern India they have evex

gohe so far as to throw open the temples to the untouchables.

Ehe standard of eduaction id appalling too, but great efforts are y

made, and every year we have more educated men and women - ‘educa &

means able to recite multiplication table up to thirty or forty
times and to get at least six standard English books off by heart.
Of course, what the British should do with India is teo push it

in the sea., The inhabitants would make a better impression on

the world as séa anemones.

Once I believed Trotskyt!'s analysis «¢f an old country reborn, when

he makes much of the idea that a backward country can summate a

hundred years of a civilised country's progress in ten years or

even five, After the event, Russia can compass in five years what
England took thirty to make. So the theory goes. But it is all

wrong. Appeagently a country has to earn lts assets. India has had
Radiko, railways, roads, irrigation, science, modern flats, everythgﬁy

~‘handed to it on a plate,. gggpdy in India ever did mwnything to
-afike these things; so, the

Set ‘no value by them, what comes so
eas ily can be kicked arcund. Radio commands no respect, ‘purdah’

* curtains dre”put- on-cars, (to keep the baleful eye of the male off

the women,) notices outside huge blocks of functional flats say
'hindus only', 1'Vegtarians only', there 1s no system of gambling
known in the middle ages of Eurcpe which i@f%idely practgfed among
business men here, the film industry is used for turning out

tawdry pre-raphaelite two-hour epics or langour.

Since all the things of thelast two pages are not all that I have ©
grumble at, it is time -I put a curbt on my petulance. Besides, the
hens in the censors office here will have anything I say all round
this parish. And so, before finishing, after saying everything I
don't like, I wgught to say what I like. I suppose it'!s Alexander
Pope, two glasses of beer, grumbles and a brother to write them

to. I want to see you all again; and one day wanting will turn

me foclish, and I shall ccme back to England in a hurry. Until
then, I walt for a long record of news from you, I say once again
how sorry I am not to have written before, I say it to Mum and

Dad, give my love tc them and Leslie, say I'm writing now to themn,
show them this letter, and please take cagéﬁ@? your own selfl

specially. ﬂﬂ w7 Qﬂ/w
v

ive my love to Norbvert - 1s his book aprearing? How doea he like
nings? Tell hiw I miss him - still do. O(n receipt of his =address,
I shall send him a letter. BEntirely without obligation. Tr; and
phone Jean Shepeard for me, give her my love, find out how she 1s,
give me her address, And Xenneth Hall, did you know him? Was he
caught in France? and Benny, was he? Whom else do you know of mine-
tell me about them all, You forget, I'm a colonial now.
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i .49, Waldron Rd. ,
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/ May Ist. 1941, : : S Lk

Degr Norbert,

7 Fromyour silence I assume that you have elther i

moved or are in the process of -doing so. E
. Some compllcatlon has arisen as regards my

going to Oxford and I shall not be going up until October

st i P

X~after albt., So that I have some months in which to 1earn
} and create-- because I have nuch to create. ‘
b - I have had a spell of 111ness and have only ,
t%_« lately thrown 1t off Do you thlnk you could put me up ‘g
f ~ for a few days° I should nét dlsturb your work ofcourse, §
L and should 1ikex to contlnue (th*my own.ﬂr~ﬁ' w} é
i L e Does’ that figet th your approval? I am _ ;
;ggused to honest people and if. ou'feel that 1t 1s 1mpos31blef !
2 i
!f" you nust ‘tell me qﬁlte frankiy' Please‘wrlte as soon as ’
2' you can and tell me the de01s§bn won't "You? ]
" >Mm' - Hoping ‘that younare as well as you were i
3 -»Wh&gﬂlast’f saw you, L §
PR A , S *
L el I remain, ki , W e i
o i o ﬁe ! - - 3”»,?‘
SR ‘%a\‘ . Yours Evern ¥ _ e n -7
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Tilmore Garth,
Tilmore RHoad,
Petersfield,
HANTS,

22 December 1940,

My dear Norbtert,

It 1g eo long since I heard from you
last, I fear that my letﬁer was too long to pass
the censorsnip department.: There is»little for me
to say.. [ can only wish that you were still moving
among the people whom you love and respect; it is at
least encouraging to hear that conditions are hy no
means uncomfortable where you are. I know that your
spirit and stimulating entgusiasm will noﬂ disappear;
I hppe that the stoutness you have shown in periods of
misfortune will be rewarded- and by the people in
whom you have put your trust.

I have not long returned from Cambridge after my

first attempt at & scholarship. The papers were

difficult (hiétory, of course) ancé not entirely to my

taste. The TUtor has written me an encouraging letter
explaining fhxk why 1 did not obtain anything; he 7
pointed out that my papers were sometimes overladen
with fact-- an obvious result of a term of cramming.
But on the whole he was impressed. 1 shall have

another attempt quite soon. History is an intrgguing




PO

subject and cuite invaluable in an attempt to gauge the
significance of contemporayy struggles. Fut T will

not tzlk of the comfort which new knowledge, a deeper

. insight, and a sharpened critical faculty gives. It

has &ll been said before.

Is there no chance o your being releasged? Surely
you are in the academic category ellgible for release?
But WeAEnglish, as you have_probably_found out to your
expernse, are perhaps slow to arrive at decigions. We

can only wait. Public opinicn seems to have calmed

on the internment question and fewer questiions are asked.

I think it has been claimed that aliens of academic
d igtinction have already been released from internment.
At least i1t does 1ot seem to be true in your case.,
But the attitude of the government on the question is
favourable and on that we must baSevour hppe,
Goodbye my friend,
L remain yours ever,
‘1‘*U&&¢z
From- Maurice Rowdon,
1Tilmore Garih,
Tilmore koad,

Petersfield, _ -
HANTS.




7 Union 4.

Cambridg=
C 23.0f december 1940

bv dear aurice, .
‘ 4t 18 a long. time since you have heard from.

me last ana‘l-have not even thanked you yet’fér the pipe and -

for your long letter which gave me, in fact, vary great pleasure

ae _your letters plwa#a do.,fut whrile 1 was interned I was allowed

only two lﬂtters a week each of 24 1LHGS and I used ths , of &

course, mainly to prepare and to speed up my release, when 1

was released, at the 318t october, I nad, at first, all my hands

full with tryih}Ato et some work and some money. Now [ have
succpeded, at loast temnorarily,and I wont to send vou at least
& Chrisimas -letter, _

I have come out of the camp qulte unperturbed
ahd , if anything, healthier than before.-or almost the only
reore?tion we hnad was Sea- bathing, and of that I mads use ale
most to the last day.Prison life - for that 1s what it was, more
or less, -was, in & way ,= very interesting experiencs, thou’h
" five aid a half months of it were 2 little bit to much, bmé it
would have been almost intolerable had 1t lasted much longer.In
faét, those poor people who are still interned are e ttipg more
and more despondent, fof 1t 1s a 11fe without use and withont
hope.The most unnhavpy peopie are , of course those who have hean
deported to Australlas or,l&kessaik, to Canada add the letters we
zet from there are_gévenything but gay.The release of Asik has
now been'ordered es.the College wonts to have him back for his
job as lecturer, but there are at the moment no shipping facili-
ties and the Journam back is; of course , rather risky.It is all
one great muddie,

ntories from the camp:I could tell you for many d.ys.
People who , for. the @reatevx part had not known each other he-
fore and who, had: they known eacn other, would have hardly
choosen each other@ .compéariy . for lonzer t: en ten minutes or
half an hour wore oomnel dd to live to: efher, sometimes under
very trying Oir umetanoe»._ﬁjko ‘shipnrenke. neople on & deserted

!
is8l.nd they hol p,ulull n“ , often with v ry elenentary meear



a community of their own;we had in fact to choose leaders for
each hut or tent or house or wh tever it was, and, of course,
for the whole camp, cooks, to do the cooking, & man, capable of
running a canteen, if we were allowed one ( all money was taken
away'for e while )ebs, edb," s were so to 8ay a primitive
community in the makinz. You could observe how a RRRIEBREXY
bureaucracy was growing up and , sometimes, a higher caste, how
2 man came to be a"leader ", in which way neople adapted
themselves to mew and much more primitive ciroumetsnces or, for
t-at matter, were unable to do so etc. In a way this camp was
& great social laboratory and, for a limited time, not without
interest for a 8ociologist.But I am, of courss, extremely zlad
that, so far as 1 am concerned, the experiment has come tn an
end, thoogh I can not help feeIing constantly with those otheras
whom I have left behind,

' And now, my dear friend, after so much talk on my
own past experiences, I should like to tell you that I wish -
very much to learn how you are. Tell me about the school, about
your exam , the scholarship and the bombs in London. Have You
éeny newe from Johh and from Aubrey ? Please give my best
regards to your parents, I hope they are well 2

#ith all my best wishes
Yours,ever -

One of the - few books I had with me in the camp was a book
you géve me once, Hazlitts' Tabletalik, I enjomyed 1t very much.
"henever I wes in need of a stimulating thought I opened it

( Just 1ike other people the Bibel ) and it never let me down
though there are, of course, many - points in which I do not agrec
with him. I remember that on our arrival at luyton Camp we had
to wait a wnole éay_in a big tent till our lomsage wae searched
and our money, knifes,watches, manuscripts and other dange rous
thingas were taken;awgy.We were all rather hungry 28 we had
not had much rooqd ﬂpd we had to stand or to s1t on our lugsage
nll the time aﬁ\thﬁfground:was rather wet and muddy.I found
myself standihg navt bo a Viennese art anistorien, o I took

Ty Hazlitt, e gtartet rep ince Miag aguosvy "M oop o Tandfteana »
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Via Giulis 102,
Home, Italy.
July leth,.

&y cesr NorDert,

I'm very glac you don't 1eel 10O naid avout the fate of

your book in Frukfurt. I wmet Frenzel and his wife up i Fopte
celrerml a moath or so ago, andé he ig certalnly & very nilce,
Cleésn-sesning, co nsclentioug sonrt of LEYBCIT I had no idea he

knew your book and he broached the subject, saying how deeply

Laken he was by it; that he thought to make it successful in
Germany you needed to muke some cnanges, and when XBawxz I said
pernaps 1t was rather disagreeable to change & ook one had written
80 long ago he sald 1t wouldn't involve much work for you, I

didn't gquite understand this,-I thought him to say (he has little
"English) that they would sugzest the cuts and so on. He also

sald he felt you were unwilling to have the book go out in a

revised form and this he understood very well, and thought that

if he belonged to & scientific house he wouldn't sugeest it. I
¢ldn't ask him how it had taken over eighteen months to arrive

&t this profound decision because I have learned now what subrey
tcld me some years ago that publishers' artistic teamperaments

have to be regpected. I believe your book went all over Burope,
however, and they had some brilliant opinions of 1it. Perhaps you
are right not to give it to them. snnette's mother is here ang
told me the first day how disappolnted they were that you didn't
seem to want changes, because she thought 1t had chances of being

& great success in Germany in & revised foram. I Just tell you
these things so that you will make the wisest decision, and not

a too sudden one. I really tnink the delay has been due to their
not wanting to let the book g0 untll someone had suggzested the
right way to revise it, ang Frenzel who is new to the firm (actually
the hedd of the Fischerbucherti Lexicon---a marvellous product,
&olng into dozens of volumes, we will have the first sent to you---)
was the one to apply himself to it thoroughly. At any rate you
seen to have excited a profound respect among them, which isn't
usually what a publisher's silence means) But it is a long book,
Norbert, and they haven't a system for that king of book.

You said some interesting things some time ago about 4nn Frank.

Vhen I was in Berlin this sarch I took the little daughter ofa friend
of mine to see it at the Schlosspark Teater and was surprised to see
her giggling to herself every now and again, then she would clutch
ny arm and whisper 'Um Gott! Um Gott'' but only when ann Frank was
1m;tating‘t@e greedy man behind his back or getting up to daring
trick. 4nd at the end when I asked her was she sad she said 'Nein''
W}th great surprise. For the fact is unless you g0 into the theatre
w;th the war and the‘concentration camps in your ming it is only a
plecemeal thing. - This little girl asked me in & whilsper when the
Qplicg werg sto;m}ngﬂgp the stairs at the eng 'Is this the invasion?!'
4nd the ruins of Berlin mean nothing for her, even her own ruins.

-~y




Her mother has often told her why they are there, but she doesn't
attach any importance to them. | I was talking to my play translator
in Germany about ann Frank, . which he translated for the theatre,
and he sald how sorry he had been that the play hadn't come from
Germany, or at least Europe, with a real cry of pain-in 1t, 1lanstead
of being a piece of 'Sroadway clockwork'. I must say the silence
of the audiences in Frankfurt and Berlin after the play was strange
witha dreadful heavy sense of regret. I was in the lavatory at
the Fischers house one amorning and looked out of the window to see
snn Frabk's father arrive downstairs in a taxi, I doa't know how I
felt immnediately it was him, but I did, and I was right; then I heard
other cars draw up, the senior editor, the head -0of-the theatre agf
departdent, and others, and I thought how extraordianary all this Is,
the to-do, the important goings and comings, the contracts, the vast
sums of money (so much that sanette's father has started w-gcholurghlip
for Israeli's), because of little girl whow most of them would be
too busy to-give more than & passing glénce to. if she were alive todamy.
S0 & human creatlre is still enough... o 4 o

I have now heard from Friederic and I hope he will be coming here

'in the next few weeks. It 1s & very long time since I heard from
hia and I have dissed his bq;%lianp and penetrating mingd. He has
periods of absente and silence, "and I-have to bear with him. That

is the least a frigad should be able to ask of one, after &ll. -
sanette 1s very weilfand%@end;ﬁ@r.vgry best wishes and hopes you
might be able tocome to Rome some time '‘This ‘summer.  But'in any cage
we, shall both be coming to LoWdon. Yes, Norbert, I've been aufy™ i
longt ebdugh. ; It is funny but after“sc long ome's heart begins to .
feel starved, nothing showsryour image or refeletion.” Everything:
eastablishes your. separateness and thérefore your .loneliness, up and
down the whpﬁe(consciousness. I haven't really laughed fior so;long.
But an old sbhool friend of aine, an intimate friend at the time-We
were evacuated to Hampshite, has just jolned the Roue Embassy, and
“nrn we were with him the other night at Ostia antica for a perforaance
of Aristophanes\l did laugh, and it struck &Remx me then, how teerrible
an exile is. But I had to do it. I had to make a new life, absolte-
ly, and the unspeakable pain of doing that, quite alone in a foreign
city, is over long ago, and now there is slmply & sadness, and a
certain sensibllity of the nerves. Of course it is not like
exchanging one country for another in the north of Europe. Latin
and catholic people, espeeially Italiams, ang especially Romans, are
culte diilfferent, scmetimes I have to remind myseld that we spring
from the same Christian civilisation. But then my Sicilian friend
feels very much as I do---it is &« long story. #lso I kKnow now that
I needed so long away to be clear, it is good to be clear aboubt the
world one belongs to, and to know 1t by absence for the first time.
awriter aust do tnat. He _ust n't be afraid of going rignt out.
It would be most interestingmto talk to you all about this, and you
must know 1t all intimately yourself. (I nhope you don't lmagine us
living in & Forte dei Marmi isolation all the year round. that was
quite unigue---a great muny people pass through Rome, and there are
new friends every year, but that isn't what you mean, I know).

For the first time in my life I know what reposge means, of the
mind, because of snnette, and I can get ilato a long book for the
first time and go to it every day, and that i1s very wonderful for me
dorbert. . _ -

I expegﬂ‘ygu will Dbe very busy this ye&r with the absence of your
colleague, and I am hpping agzinst hope that this will mean &
Professorship for vou Tha : ' o

I YOU. That would make me very proud, and nobody
could say tnat you had mig

ssed any of the terrible trialg to achieve 1t

g i T o
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We shuall be here at least until the esrly autumn zad 1
shall keep you posted otherwise.,

A11 the best to you,

o
Af\] J—
Y (T
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Dezr Norbert,

Just & quick note defore lunch to answer yours. The
acdress you wanlt 1is

Prof Jr #ax Horkhelaoer

Institut fur Sozizlforscauag,

senckenverganlage 26,

Frankfurt/idain. L

iy

His private address is Vests furub se (9.

The Pischers are coawlng back »n darch 20th «nd I shsll
gngulire zbout your book i They ware culte likely to say
"sut we toox it 1 S ' ne 5now7' Fnea you Tinish
8 L HE 00w . I want to

' on ;
t Helneasnn, who qvv N I subsglidiary firas (os
[ i U‘,'tll{)n llLt -IJ \';;w-k.’.L it}

£ lg one, forsxaaple)
t too sclentific they wanl 1t thedselves,
tell you about .ay The translation was
PErson, pBcennoor, who

had to be seat to
v Fry's traaslator. ve delsel wants to play

chker

-

1t Tiret, at the Thalier Theater in OUTrE . I Gon't kaow when
i shall be comiay to London for the divorce. It looks us
uﬂ?th I shall e golog back to Houae before I'a called. Bt
i 1t will be some time this Loring. Yeg, thwank you
very inuch I Th Lt
s

1

or The Lost Zteps, which I brought here with m
Poy &

[5

€.

I haven't started it yet, ia fzct round ay chair there's a grea
plle of books. I may go to Berlin next week. Let a& koow
0y express letter 1t I can do anyihiag for you there. znnette
ig very well. fier Dlood pregsure 1s wluost norazl, which is
wstonlshlng, «od she 1 w«0lug Lo Serchtesgurten next week for
tﬁe unnual check~-up. The wan who cured her wse Hitler's persoaul

octort or the one who looked after tne diet-gide, at least.
TWQ Hungarian boys were here to dinner l=st night, naviog esscawned
from Ludupest, havc & Liviing horror of anything Kussiua, the
very sound of tie lLangusge sseds o desa usliness and darkness
Ior them., Very nice, xar3afak grateful, goodlooking. The
nungarians are such goodlooking people, e went to & very good
perforaance of ariadne auf Naxos lLust night at thne unrru. The
Operas nere haven't baen 2002 thlg sezson, perhuaps it'g beguuse
L ve only seen Verdi, who ig awful in Geruan, it has £0 huve the
Italian lansusage. Have you seen lotebook of snne Frank in
Loncdon? Is it still ruaning? I'd very amuch like to hear ubout

the verforruunce.
5 1e pest fros N ]
511 the vest froa ?S. Gue/«, ﬁ'\wﬂ?,
/‘v - gt dal fell e
\MC/‘ JoN lesV
i e

Telephon 52776 und 51504 - Bank Berliner Handels-Gesellschaft AG, Frankfurt a. M. - Postscheck Frankfurt a. M. 110398 - Telegramm-Adresse Buchfischer
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'»book,‘bot ‘that ‘means nothihg.= Letvme know anyway.- I'wve had 3

‘you in Ronchi, and will get in touch with you Lif I-.come-to , '« .~
Englané. I'shall have to appedr for the divorce fairly 800N o ﬁ

I don't want to talk about Suezt: I think 1t burngd every: s« m i
nerve<out of iy body---I feel : ;Very very tired after it! ° Eden (”
~.must .have gone through the uttermost: abyss of agonys - -No, I' ‘L1

Anto others, -and” then: we téll- 'gach” other wha';we know. It
s kg full of the- most wondeful

‘fascinated t00;5. if they have anything sympathetic in theam
“at Tall. - -Let mé khow please.&f once 1f pssible what happened
“Did you never go -and see the q1sohers in Frankfurt? It would

it . doesn’' ‘t -mean: ‘much: to them, as books come not’ toimean vefy et
'much for thems - Sovperhupswon.second thoughtSfit wa's bétter.

iEnglish Juenger seems very. stilted, I wonder 1f he 1s.din: Germany
tooo~ Thank you. again for letting me have the books, that will

~from rather foolish reviews, But perhaps 1t was the books he

N

> St i
Via delle Alpl Apuane 15,

Monte Sacro,

Rome, Italy.

November 10th

My dear Norbert,

Just a little note to say how very happy I am with the
books you sent me . As you certainly are I'm up to my eyes
in work---I've only. managed to read the Lorenz book so far,
or rather I've dipped into.some parts and Annette has- dippeé

' ihgs, dnd we ‘Want- to- get ) .
the one he wrot “about® dogs nowe+ - I suppose” hé was. some A:g Q%
3

kind of. zoo- worker in;Vienna.a Qur. friends who-gsee tt. get

------

with PROZES DER CIVILZATION in'Germany. Have you had & reply?

have neen very useful though ithese publishers see so0 many people- e

mothier. sald- they hoped 16 be able to. publish the T el

sodé quite decent reviéws: frou Germany, the best from Rddio
Bremen, whioh compared me to Juenger, not in.phllosophical
depth but 'suspense' and the éreation of atmosphere. But in

be very nice reading- for wint.er--=I feel I ghan't like sangus S
Wilson-though I haven't.yet read & ‘single word by him, apart :

was talking about that were foolish. I was very happy to:-gee

stop, otherw1se we shall be talking about it all day. S

Let me hear about ‘the book,'




Wity THE COMPLIMENTS
OF

CHATTO & WINDUS LTD

HAROLD RAYMOND 1. M. PARSONS NORAH SMALLWOOD
PIERS RAYMOND LEONARD WOOLF

*

Telephone : Temple Bar 0127 (3 lines)
Telegraphic Address : *Bookstore, London’

40-42 WILLIAM IV STREET
LONDON

w.C.2.

1 OF SINS AND WINTER
1 HELLEBORE THE CLOWN

Sent at the request of Mr Rowdon
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Villa Ida, oy

Ronchi’ . R

Massa Apuania, R
Italy. R

August 23rd 1956. BT

- Dear Norbert, o o

Thank you for the letter. If an American
gsocial psychologist called Herb contacts you .ln
Ameterdam could you ask him to give you the words T
of a little poem he reclited to me (from Aiken??) RS
on the terrace of thus Villa one morning---he was B
talkling about the 1lls of America. I thought it : > e
sunmed up things so well. ’

I'm sire Hirsch didn't know that sort of letter N
had gone to you, I think he has a_man gecretary . .o
now, and He's pﬁobably a fool, I haven't mentloned s . 1
it, since it woéldn t help anybody, least of all you. <z .
But Hirsch woulq never have atta ched any lmportancs L
to the use of Dpctor., That's quite certain. -

S Y o E ettt e e s

If you areilcoming to Genoa tnen we can certainly .
meet. This place is about five hours by car from ]
there. We might meet half way. Anyway, tell me - L IkS

when you are ooﬁing into Italy. It would be loyely Rt

to see you agaiﬁ Venice will be hideous in August. e

} I hope you are hpoked up ahead there. The weather Y
here has beel: hot, with- no rain for nearly a month.

- But there WS so&e yesterday, and today 1is stormy.

Why don't you vi@lt Florence, have a little stay in SR

Tuscany, that 1s¥the most worthwhile of all, really oA

lovely, A JourEeywrigbt across Italy to Venlce ‘ £

when there will Pe Hodt-itolinigts seems wrong.

How stupifi ofj me--- I've reaa“your letter again
and see you may be coming to La Spezia (you“saxﬂg
Specia, do you mean La Spezia?), which 1s just 7" ¥idare
nearby here, only an hour or two run. That would‘ PonAk
be fine. Of colirse there'll be sun. T

When will you'be in Frnkfurt? Bermann Fischer
and his wife are here now but will be back there
k about 5th of September.. If you are there at the
" same time you must meet them. I'1l tell them to R
e ‘ expect you anyway e They've heard about you.. Their
BN : , address 1s Falkenstelnerstrasse 24. . You could . .  +7 a5
R ~phone up. Just toask if they-are there anyway...‘;” et
oL T There's no point™in yourl meetingFanyone else’in thea RS ¢
Tt T;gg.Verlaso But*Izgant*you to “meet ‘thems A

itry to be {q frank' ;p then‘~or laté} in~£hé;&an;ﬁl“
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N
I think 1t will mean a lot if you can talk to e
them personally. v oA
I shall be here tillthe end of September. Hoping PR
your conference goes well, !

All the best, ’
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T s Yo '- T AL AR SR ‘
ZAi»IMPORTANTISSIMA
Nex‘telegrammx dlretn a destxnatan

ab o‘iﬁxti al telefono, irivece] dellanndl—' e

.”‘

—_— = T (n. abbonato)_segmta dal cognome :
i Jaltra" > designazidne socxalef”dell’ab onato. EsITF 912468
'uGas ’ldvRoma.t TE 864319 =, Fabrltal Mxlano.
R telegrammx in arrivo cén L ,
. .botato), se;urgentissimi_.od. urgentx vengono. subxtoktelefonat
. . ‘all? 'bonato e recapitati come. ordinari per fattormo .
, R Co " Se telegrammi sotio ordinari, vengono ugualmente snb to
) telefonatx all’abbonato, ma il recapito & fatto a mezzo. POst

el o Possono essere recapxtatlx -per . fattorino a richiesta del
' : destmatarxo e verso pagamento della taSSa dx espre

o gy ¥ At
T,

i

B

/,;M:VW-%—MM‘: Ee

" ten . oA .
-zionie  del destinatario T O T 7
pressol Uﬁicm postale. - “5 . /
i mmmﬁ‘ih !ndlcazmnl Che : a-?i . RP. x ;=" Telegramma conri-
L saie fige 120 prima dell'mdmzzo . -8posta pagataix fappre-
T ; isental’ ammontate del- B
fo, ,»JX c. . Y Lo .. 1a;tassa’p; gata, in, lire

, pre: 50 q l’ufi telegraﬁco.

¥ ntallane, o franchi oro,

XP ‘l'elcgramma con-tassa
di esprésso- pagita dzl

L Telegr.conavvwotelc— ' - REEEE SR R AR
graﬁco di ru:evm.o. ’
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FS = Far ﬁroséguire.

GP = Da tenere a disposi-
zione del destinatario

- presso ’Ufficio postale.

MP = Da consegnarsi nelle
mani del destinatario.

TC = Telegr. collazionato.

#}C Te,lggr con avviso tele-

T rasta,.

g

AVVERTENZA '.IMRO-RTANTISQIMA

Nei telegramm1 dlrettl a destmatan
»abbonatx al telefono, invece dell'indi-
" rizzo stradale, si pud adoperare I'indi-
‘cazione (tassata per 1 parola): TF.....

: ’ (n: abbonato) segitita dal cognome oda
altra desxgnazlone sociale, dell’abbonato. Es. TF 912468
Gastaldi Roma; TF 864319 = Fabrital Milano:

1 telegrammi in‘arrivo con Vindicazioné: TF...... (0. ab-
bonato) se urgentissimi od urgenn vengono subito telefonati
alPabbonato e.recapitati comg, ordinari per fattorino.

Se i telegramri sono ordinari, vengorio ugualmente subito

telefonati® all’abbonato, ma il recapito ¢ fatto a mezzo posta.
" Possono essere recapitati per fattorino a richiesta del

destinatario e versc pagamento. della tassa di espresso

postale (L. 50).

b

R L’Ammm:stmztone non assu‘ne alcuna responsablmd cwile
i ~ Yim cur-sogue':__r,!e»s"rmz.o ‘télegrafice. -

Y1 i
coptogR

Significato delle principali indicazioni che
eventualmente figurano prima dell’indirizzo
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TF =
Pl TR o
: RP.x
, XP =
i

Da telefonarsi al domi-
cilio del destinatario.

Da: tenere a di
zione ‘del destinata..o
preasoluﬂ' telegraﬁco.‘

= Telegramma con fi-

sposta pagata.x rippre-
sental’ ammontare del-
1a tassa pagata in lire"
1talxane, o franchi oro.

Telegtamma con tassa;
di espresso pagita: “dal*
mittente,* . &
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59, St Peters R4
Leicester
23rd October 1959

My dear Maurice, _ . ' , N
- work has :swallowed me up:=as - goon as I/ returned
‘to_thig country, And ‘80; - to my regret I was unadle to keep my promise
' and to write to ‘you at’ onee. - - T .

. : '~ I''am sure Annette.and you know how much 1 enjJoyed
seeing you and. epending 80 much time with you - more than you proba=-
bly could .afford - , the lovely evenings on your balcony and the
talks. It ¥8 nice to know that although i1deas may run on somewhat

different lines, that 1s:not really what matters.’
SR o L had hoped t® eopy out some of my
trpnslations for Annette and: you and yperhaps something of my own.
But this would only: vdelay: matters more. And I want-above all to send
you. the ~address of the:Nature cure -specialist=. which I- Just got.
Ifi you write to the Seoretary;: Kiagston Clinlec, Liberton, Edinburgh 9
asking whether he could fix for you an appointment with Mr James
Thomson in London that &ccording to my friend is the right procedure.
If you wish you oan say that you got the address from a friend of
Prof. John Rees, 35 Beaufort Avenue, Langland, Swangea , Glam,

. My friends -in London' say Ixskx they will look round
for a firstrate heart anecialist, but I have had not reply yet. Con-
.gensw of opinlion gseems to be that the Dr. whose name I gave you seems
lately rather tired and ageing., Moreover he 1s not a heart
speclz1igt, Nevertheless T"ne knows his way about,

This I am vriting Jjust while I am coming up, so
to say, for 2 Dbit of fresh air and before I am golng under again,
I have more students than I had ever before = 120 alone in my
firat year course - with classes and essays this 1s a good deal of
work although I have of course some help from our Jjuniors.Itherwise
- together with my courses for second and third yesr students it would
become quite unmeanageable, And of course in between I try to do my
own writing, Still to fedl one 1s doing something worthwhile is quite
.exhilara&ing . An hour ago one of the young chaps in the first year
courge came to me because he ocould not find his nsme on the list
for clssges,- there is of course a lot of organising to be done
and all kind of worries 8mall and great to be taken care of, This
was. one of them, He was taking English and French with Soclology as
his third subleety this year. I asked him whether he could follow
and how he liked it. And after a bit of humming and hawing he came ot
with it that he found it most intersting. But why Sociology ? I asked
¥ell, he wanted to become a writer, but he added ecarefully that wmas
of course not his only reason for taking sociology. S0 I sald thers
wa. g nothing wrong with that and I d4id not mind in the least &¥en if
that were his main reason provided he worked hard., That a.parently
encourzged him to say that he had a cousin who was &also a writer,But
he only wréte about himself and that was not his line, So I said
that thls was something everyone had to jJudge for himself. And he
should tell me a 1little later what he got out of it, Of course,he
wag very young., Bul apart fro- our own specialists we have now neople
who read mathematles or physics or history and so ong ,each con-
necting 1t with his other studies in one way or the other, In fect I




fact , I am trying to give them an introduction to the study of
men, "a- humanistiec course and a scientific courge at the same time
ranging from EmxExRRRX an understaning of present- day increase
-of- world population and its .causes (¢Bopoo -million people at the end
of this century according to a U, N..projection ) to:a bird's eye
view of - man '8 - soclal development from the old stone age,

Well, you can see , 1t earries me ~awsy,- but-1if one would
not really like what - one does, where would- one be 7 :

I hope this letter is not . too late to reach you in Rome .
If you come to England let me know your whereabouts and if you are
free come here, but.let me know in advance. You will probably find
~ Lelcester a not very: 1nterest1ng town.: It. 18 a- busy, very wealthy,
not too dirty and culturally - rather humdrum ' town. - But’ the neople
are nlece., And 1 can show you: the University with fts view:of ithe
‘cemetary "immortalised " by the entrance passgges ofi Lucky. Jim,

" There is one point: more. I found that the Monterlans

which I: had for you have got - a bit dusty and tried to get other coples
without suecess. So I shall you theBe, -1 hope you don’t. mind.

Wiﬂh all good wishes for Annette and you |
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My dear Mauriecs,

Thenk you very muéh for your lettem, I was glad %o
hear from you. Yes, Annette has written to me ; I was very
interested inwhat ghe said, I id you not get my reply? Hére
~all is welly I h-ave a lot to 40 but enjoy doing i%. I 4fd nod-

- 80 avay last summex because $I want to go on with my own witing
end as far as my teasching time allows 14 4% is making very good
progross, IR & vay I have the féeling that after all fhe -
Hitlerian wpheavals and their aftermath I em only now aom!
fully in my own . Better late than neves; don{t you think?

I hope your work is going wsll.,
With ell good wishes for Amnnette and you




