NOKYMEHTbI.
NMEPEMNUCKA N. A. COPOKUHA U P. K. MEPTOHA

Pefakuus xypHana 61aroaapuTt 3a BO3MOXHOCTb Ny6AMUKALMM OPUTUHANOB NMUCEM KypaTopa cemeit-
Horo Hacnepus MNMutupuma CopokuHa, gokTopa dhunocodun YHusepcuteta BuckoHcuHa Maena
Metposuya Kpotosa

JlosroB Anekcanjp FOPbEBHY

cotpynHuk Llentpa «Hacienue»
uM. [Tutupuma Copokuna, CeikThiBKap, Pecniyonuka Komu;
dolgovalexandr@yandex.ru

Mutupum CopokunH n Pobept MepToH
B COLMONOrUMN U B JKU3HU

IMutupum CopokuH u PobeptT MepToH — ABa KjlacCMKa COLMOJOTUU, MPOoeiaBIIve
pa3Hbie TIyTU B HayKe: MepTOH OKa3ajicsl Ha BepLIMHE HayYHOTO OJMMIIA B TObI TOIY-
JISPHOCTU TTapaiTMbl CTPYKTYPHOTO (DYHKIIMOHAIM3Ma M MOHOTIOJWM ITapCOHOBCKOM
mKoJibl, a COPOKMH, MBITABIIMIACS PACIIMPUTh TPAHUILIbI COLMOJIOTMU, BKITIOYUB B Hee
aHaJIM3 KyJbTYPHBIX CYIEPCUCTEM U TO3UTHUBHBIX JIeBUALIMI, TTOABEPICS 3a 3TO OCTPOM
KPUTUKE U, KaK CJIeICTBUE, 3a0BEHHMIO CO CTOPOHBI aMEPUKAHCKMX KOJIJIET.

OjHa 13 IJIaBHBIX TeHACHIIMI, KoTopylo COPOKMH OIpeneni B HayKe, — 3TO Tepe-
XOJI OT KJIACCUYECKOTO TIPEICTaBICHUST 00 3BOIIOIIMOHHOM Pa3BUTHUM K «HEKJIACCUYECKO-
My» €ro TOHMMaHUIO B COIIMOJIOTUU. MIMest IMYHBII OIBIT HAOMIOAEHUS 3a COIMaTbHbI-
MM Kpusucamu (pycckas peBostoriust, [lepBast 1 Bropast MUpoBbIe BOIHBI), OH OMHUM U3
TePBbIX BKJIIOYMJI B aHAJIM3 TaKylo MepPEeMEeHHYIO, KaK [IEHHOCTh, 0003HAYMB TEM CaMbIM
«KYJIBTYPHBII [TIOBOPOT» B HAyKe.

B MetomosornyeckoM ruiaHe uccienoBaHuss COpoKHMHAa CIOCOOCTBOBAIM «CMSIT-
YEHUIO» MO3ULIMKM «4KCTOr0 SMIIMPU3Ma», WK, KaK OH BbIPAXascCs, «<KBAHTOPPEHUN»,
B Hayke. B HekoTopoM poje yxe 1pu Xu3Hu COpOKUH TMOJyYU MTPU3HAHUE «IMITUPH-
koB». IlapcoHc B mucbMe COpoOKMHY MpuU3HaBacs: «S yke MaBHO CUMTal, 4TO B IO-
HACTOSIILIEMY BaXKHOIM TE€OPUU B Halllell 00J1aCTH 3HAYUTEJIbHO OOJIbIIIEe CXOACTB, YeM pas-
JINYMA, €CJIM MBI BO3bMEM Ha ce0si TPy B3SThCs 3a aHain3 ocHOB» (ITutupum CopokuH,
2009: 107). CopoKMH B CBOMX TEOPETUYECKUX MOCTPOEHUSIX CO3AaN «<MOCTUK», COEAUHUB-
LW YeJI0BeKa € ero LEHHOCTSIMU U TJIO0AJIbHbBIN MUP.
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TpynHo roBopuTh 0 KaKoM-1160 uaeliHoM BausiHuu CopokrHa Ha MepTtoHa. B 1o xxe
BpPEMSI CTOUT OTMETUTh, YTO CTaHOBJIEHHEe MepToHa-colroiora mpoucxoamio B ['apBapae
omaromapst 1 ipu oMo CopokuHa-pyKoBoautesst. Cam MepToH B cBoeil «Corraiib-
HOI TEOpUM M COLMAIIBHON CTPYKType» Ha3bpiBaeT COpOKMHA OMHUM W3 IIECTH KOJUIET,
Y KOTOPBIX OH «B 0c000M noiry»: «Eme 1o toro, kak [Mutupum CopoKuH NOrpy3uics B
U3y4yeHUe BCEMUPHBIX UCTOPUUYECKHUX ITPOLIECCOB (UTO MPENCTaBICHO B eT0 ,,ColalbHOI
U KyJBTYpHOI NMHAMUKe ), OH IIOMOT MHE M30aBUTHCS OT Y30CTU KPYro3opa, pa3pylinB
MpeacTaBIeHUE O TOM, 9TO 3(P(PeKTUBHOE M3ydyeHNe OOIIEeCTBa OrpaHUINBACTCS TEPPU-
Topreil AMEPUKH, 1 OT TTOACKA3aHHOTO TPYII00aMU IIPEICTABICHUS, YTO OCHOBHAS TeMa
COIIMOJIOTMU 3aKJII0YaeTCsl B U3YYeHUN TaKUX MepudepuitHbIX mpodJieM o0IIecTBeHHON
JKM3HU, KaK pa3BO/l U MPECTYIMHOCTb HECOBEPIIIEHHOJIETHUX. Sl ¢ paJOCThIO U YECTHO MPU-
3HAlO CBOI HOJIT IIepe]l HUM, KOTOPBbIIA 1 elie He oTaal» (MeproH, 2006: 13—14).

st MepToHa CyILEeCTBYeT «paHHUI» U «1103n0HU» CopokuH, COpOKUH — 10 U ITOCJIe
«ConnanbHO U KyJbTYPHOM TMHAMUKI» , K KOTOpOi MepTOH OTHeCCsI HeTaTUBHO, XOTSI 1
rnomorai B cbope cTaTucTuueckKux MarepuanoB. OgHako mist MeproHa COpoKMH HUKOTIA
He repecTaBaj ObITh aBTOPUTETOM B OOIIIECTBEHHBIX HayKax, O YeM CBUIETEIbCTBYIOT Ya-
CTBI€ CCBIJIKM Ha eTro paboThl B TOi ke «ColLmaabHON TEOPUN U COLUATBHON CTPYKTYpe»,
roe HaygHble Teopun COpoKrHA OH aHAIM3UPOBaJ Hapsimy ¢ TeopusiMu Mapxkca, [lenepa,
Mamnreiima, [ropkreiiMa u Ipyrux KJacCUKoB.

XoT4 B cBOUX BocrmoMuHaHusIX (MepToH, 1992) MepToH AOBOJIBHO CAEP>KAHHO OT3bI-
Baetcs o purype CopokuHa, MpUBeACHHAsI HIKE TIepernucKa IeMOHCTPUPYET TOBOJIBHO
TeIJIble OTHOIIEHMSI MEXIYy COLIMOoJIoraMu. B muchbMax OHM IO3IPaB/sIOT APYT Ipyra B
CBSI3U C BBIXOJOM HOBBIX paOOT, PacCKa3bIBAIOT O CBOMX CEMBbSIX, MEJISTCS TJIaHaMU Ha
Oymy1ee, IIPOCSIT OKa3aTh MOMACPKKY B TOU WJIM MHOU CUTYaIlUH.

O TIPOTUBOPEUMBBIX OTHOIICHUSIX MEXIY COLIMOJIOTaMU CBUIETEIbCTBYET HAINCh,
Ha OTHOTOMHOM Tiepem3IaHun «JIumHamMukn», KoTopyio MeprtoHy mipuciial COpOKWH.
MeptoH BcrioMmuHal: «Haanuch Oblia moguepKHyTa U, 51 AyMaro, He 6€3 CUMIIaTUM, ABY-
cMbIciieHHa. Ee mepBast yacTh moKHA ObLIa HATIOMHUTh O MOEM HECOTJIaCUU MCITOIb30-
BaTh COPOKMHCKYIO TCOPHMIO KaK TeMy MOCH OuccepTalliy; BTopas HaMeKajla Ha Halllu
OYCHB TeCHBIC OTHOIIICHUS B TO BPEMSI: ST ObIJT MOJIOABIM M TPYIOTIOOUBBIM ITOMOIITHIKOM
B €T0 MPeIoaaBaTeIbCKOM U NCCIIeI0BaTeIbCKOM paboTe 1 JaXe IIEHUTEIeM ero IeaeBpa
(xoTa u He ogoOpuBIIMM ero). Haagnuck rmacuna: ,,MoeMy 3aKJISITOMY Bpary U camMmoMy
noporomy npyry Pooeprty ot ITurnpuma“s (1ut. mo: 3r03eB, 2009: 167—168).

Ecnu MepToH ObUT U OCTaeTCsI TIOMYJISIPEH, a ero MIpU3HaHWe MOBCEMECTHO, TO pe-
HEeCCaHC MHOTMX COPOKMHCKUX UAEH HauMHAeTcs ToJIbKo ceituac. B ceHTsiope 2010 roga
Pecniy6nuky Komu, ponuny IMutupuma CopokuHa, B pamMKax pabOTbl HaJ MPOEKTOM
«Bo3moxHocTu KynbTypHO# cormosnioruu: ITutupum CopokuH» MoceTWwin Mpodeccop
yHuBepcuteta Knoro Tatn6ana MutnkyHu OHO M €ro aCCUCTeHTKA, JOLIEHT JTUTepaTyp-
Horo (dakynbreTa yHUBepcuteTa Taiikeé, Ceerinana KopHeesa. B omHoit 13 6ecen mpodec-
cop OHo pacckazai, yto o CopokuHe oH y3Hal B 1960-¢ roapl UMEHHO U3 paboT Mep-
TOHA, U YK€ MHOTO TI03%e, TTouTh depe3 40 JieT, BHOBb 3aMHTEPECOBAJICSI TBOPYECTBOM
PYCCKO-aMepUKaHCKOTo colnosiora. Mexay TeM, Kak U BO BceM Mupe, B AroHuu 6e30ro-
BOPOUYHBIM aBTOPUTETOM B colnosioruu ob11 [Mapconc, a CopokuH ocTaBalicsl «3a0bITHIM
MbIcIUTeIeM». Ho COOBITHS TTOCTIETHUX JIET IeMOHCTPUPYIOT OIpeAcIeHHOS OXKMBIICHUE
nHTepeca K TeopussM COpoKHMHA CO CTOPOHBI YUSHBIX M3 pa3HbBIX cTpaH. 00 3TOM, B 4acT-
HOCTHU, CBUIIETEJILCTBYET M CaM BM3UT SITTOHCKOTO COIIMOJIOTA, KOTOPBIN TTOIYYUIT TPAHT
oT S noHckoro obduiecTBa mpoasuxkeHust Hayku (Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (c),
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Japan Society for the Promotion of Science: JSPS), u nanbHeiilue maaHbl 1O MOMyJs-
puzauuu uMeHu CopokuHa B AnoHuu, rae miaHupyetcs co3naHue HayuHoro codpanust
nociaenoBateneit [Tutupuma CopokuHa.

HHurepec k TBopueckomy Hacienuto [1. Copokuna nposiBisiercs: u B CILA, rae B pam-
Kax AMEpUKaHCKOM COIMOJIOTMYECKOI accouraluy UAET paboTa Hajl co3MaHueM HOBOM
CEKIINHU «AJbTpyrU3Ma, MOPAJIA 1 COIIMATIbHOM COMMmapHOCTH». Llenb ceKlnmu cocTouT B
TOM, YTOOBI CITOCOOCTBOBATh TEOPETUUECKOMY Pa3BUTHUIO U SMITMPUUYECKOMY MCCIIEIOBa-
HUIO, UMEIOIIEMY OTHOIIICHUE K aJbTPyHU3My M COLIMATIbHON coimmapHocTu. Kak coo0-
IIAJIOCh B O(PUIIMATBHBIX 3asIBJICHUSIX 1 OOpallleHUsIX, paboTa CeKIIMU BO MHOTOM OyIeT
OCHOBaHAa Ha HAYYHBIX TOCTMKEHUSIX PYCCKO-aMepruKaHCKOro corroiora [Tutupuma Co-
pokuHa. IMeHHO OH B CBOE BpeMsI CTaJl TMOHEPOM B 00JIaCTU M3YUYCHUS] aMUTOJIOTUU 1
IMO3UTHUBHBIX JICBUALNI, B YACTHOCTH aJIbTPynU3Ma, JTIOOBH, CAMOITOKEPTBOBAHMS U T. 1.

B memoM, moHMMaHME TOTO, YTO CTPYKTYPHBIN (DYHKIIMOHAIM3M JINIITh OMHA M3 BO3-
MOXHBIX aJTbTePHATUB Pa3BUTHUS OOIICCTBEHHBIX HAYK, JaeT BO3MOXHOCTDH ITO-HOBOMY
B3[JISSHYTh HA MHOTHIE MOMEHTHBI B TBOPUYECTBE «3a0BITOTO MBICITUTEIISI», a COBPEMEHHBIN
SKOHOMUYECKUM, COIMANBHBIN M HPABCTBCHHBIN KPHU3WC BHOBH BO3POXKIACT aKTyaslb-
HOCTh paboT I10 UCCIIEHOBAHUSM CO3MIATEITILHOTO aTbTPyn3Ma, HEOOXOTUMOCTb KOTOPHIX
nokasbiBai I1. A. CopokuH.

Jlutepatypa

[Mutupum CopokuH: nzdpaHHas nepenucka / nox pen. I1. I1. Kpotosa. Bosorna : /IpeBHOCTH
Cegepa, 2009.

Mepmon P. CoumanbHast Teopusi M colianbHast cTpykrypa. M. : ACT, 2006.

Mepmon P. K. ®parmentsl u3 BociomuHanuii // Conmonornueckue nccnenonanus. 1992. Ne 10.

3i03e6 H. . «Amepukanckue ropku» [Tutuprma CopokuHa: «3bIpSIHCKUI MyIpel» riazaMu
320KeaHCKUX co1nonoroB. ChIKTBIBKAp : DckoMm, 2009.

Pitirim Sorokin and Robert Merton in Sociology and Life
ALEXANDER YUu. DoLGov

Sorokin Research Center,
Syktyvkar, Komi Republic;
dolgovalexandr@yandex.ru

Pitirim Sorokin and Robert Merton — two distinguished sociologists — walked two
different paths in science. Merton reached his scientific peak at the time when the struc-
tural functionalism flourished and Parsons’ school dominated. Sorokin tried to extend the
frontiers of sociology by bringing into it the analysis of cultural super-systems and posi-
tive definitions which resulted in sharp criticism and subsequent oblivion on the part of his
American colleagues.



188 COLMONOTMA HAYKN N TEXHONIOTUI. 2010. Tom 1. Ne 4

One of the main trends that Sorokin identified in science was a transition from the clas-
sical concept of “evolution” to what is called a “non-classical” understanding in sociology.
With his personal experiences having observed social crises (i. e. the Russian Revolution(s),
World Wars I and I1) he was one of the first scientists to include in his analyses such a vari-
able as “value,” which marked the “cultural turn” in science.

Methodologically, Sorokin’s studies were conducive for “mitigating” the positions of
“pure empiricism,” or as he put it, “quantophrenia” in science. For this reason, Sorokin
was often picked out by empiricists during his life. Parsons, in a letter to Sorokin, con-
fessed: “ I have felt for a long time that in the really important theory in our field there was
far more agreement than difference if we took the trouble to analyse its basis.” (Pitirim
Sorokin, 2009: 107). Sorokin in his theoretical constructions built a “bridge” that con-
nected man with his values and with global socio-cultural changes.

It is difficult to speak about Sorokin’s influence on Merton. But it is worth noting
that Merton emerged as sociologist at Harvard thanks to Sorokin and with his assistance
as a mentor. Merton himself in his “Social Theory and Social Structure” named Sorokin
as one of his six colleagues, whom he was especially “indebted” to: “Even before Pitirim
Sorokin plunged into studying global historical processes (what is presented in his “Social
and Cultural Dynamics”) he helped me to get rid of the narrow world view by destroying
the idea that an efficient study of a society could be limited by the American territory, as
well as of the idea suggested by slums that the main subject in sociology was to study those
peripheral problems of social life like divorce and juvenile crime. I acknowledge, with joy
and honestly, my debt to him that I have yet to pay off” (Mepton, 2006: 13—14).

For Merton there was an “early” and “late” Sorokin, that is, Sorokin before and after
the “Social and Cultural Dynamics” to which Merton’s attitude was negative, though he
helped to collect statistical evidence. Nevertheless, Merton always considered Sorokin an
authority in the social sciences. Proof of this may be found in his frequent references to
Sorokin in “Social Theory and Social Structure” where, along with Sorokin’s theories, he
analyzed the ideas of Marx, Scheler, Mannheim, Durkheim and other scholars.

Though Merton spoke in his recollections (MeptoH, 1992) about Sorokin with reserva-
tions, the following correspondence pointed to a rather warm relationship between the two
sociologists. In their letters, they greeted each other with new publications, told about their
families, plans for the future, asked for support in various situations.

The controversial relationship between the two sociologists may be symbolized in the
inscription on the one-volume republication of the “Dynamics” that was sent by Sorokin
to Merton. Merton recollected: “The inscription was underlined and I think, not without
sympathy, ambivalent. Its first part had to remind about my disagreement to use Sorokin’s
theory as the subject of my dissertation: the second one hinted at our very close relation-
ship at the time: I was a young and hardworking assistant to his academic work and even
an expert on his masterpiece (though I did not approve of that). The inscription said:
“To my darned enemy and dearest friend Robert from Pitirim” (quotation from 3103eB,
2009: 167—168).

If Merton has remained popular and he is everywhere recognized, the renaissance
of many of Sorokin’s ideas has started only now. In September 2010, professor of sociol-
ogy Michikuni Ohno of Kyoto Tachibana University and his assistant, Svetlana Alexan-
drovna Korneeva, a senior lecturer at the liberal arts faculty at Teikyo University, visited
the Komi Republic, Pitirim Sorokin’s birthplace, as part of the project “Capabilities of
Cultural Sociology: Pitirim Sorokin”. In one of his conversations, Professor Ohno said
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that it is from Merton’s writings that he had learned of Sorokin in the 1960s, and much
later, nearly 40 years after, he again got interested in the works of this Russian-American
sociologist.

Nevertheless, as in the whole world, it was Parsons who was regarded in Japan as an un-
questioned authority in sociology, Sorokin remaining a “forgotten thinker”. But the events
of the recent years point to a certain revival of interest in Sorokin’s theories. Witness to this
is this particular visit by a Japanese sociologist, who had received a grant (Grant-in-Aid
for Scientific Research) (c) from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS).
As well, there are further plans to promote Sorokin’s name in Japan where a scientific com-
munity of Pitirim Sorokin’s followers might be founded.

Growing interest in Sorokin’s scholarly legacy can also be observed in the USA,
where a new section “Altruism, Morality and Social Solidarity” is being formed within
the American Sociological Association (ASA). The aim of the section is to promote theo-
retical progress and empirical studies related to altruism and social solidarity. According
to formal declarations and announcements the section’s work will be largely based on
scientific achievements of the Russian-American sociologist Pitirim Sorokin. It was he
who pioneered studies of amitology and positive deviations, particularly, altruism, love,
sacrifice, etc.

Summing up, the idea that structural functionalism is only one of the many possible al-
ternatives to identifyng progress in social sciences. Recognizing this enables us to take a new
look at multiple aspects in the work of this “forgotten thinker”. Focus on understanding the
present-day economic, social and moral crisis revives the significance of studies in creative
altruism, the necessity of which were demonstrated by P. A. Sorokin.
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Documents
Correspondence between P. A. Sorokin and R. K. Merton!

ROBERYT K. MERTON 111 Pinecrest Drive
Hastings-on-Hudson 6
New York

8 March 1959

Dear Pitirim,

Since I am on leave of absence from the uaniversity this semester,
I was away for a few weeks in order to get some work done. It
was a pleasant surprise to find your letter upon my return, and
so I answer it at once.

I need hardly say that I shall immediately do everything possible
to find out the prospects of a financizl grant to enable you to
finish up the three books you have in process. It would be absurd
to have these held up for want of funds for secretarial services,
research assistance, and the like. In mz2king these gqueries, I
shall take the liberty of raising the questions about this on my
own initiative, without your making a formal request until it is
clear just how and when and to whom this should be made. I don't
know, of course, what the best prospective sources are, but I'll
try to discover these, as I proceed. In any case, I intend to
begin by discussing the matter with some people at the Ford
Foundation.

On one matter, however, I should say that the reports which have
reeched you are not quite correct. I have no affiliation with the
3ehavioral Sciences Division of the Ford F'd'n; indeed, I never
have had. I do have an advisory connection with the Center for
Advanced Study in the Behavioral Sciences, which was established
by the Ford people, but which has no further connecticn with tae
F'd'n. The Center simply provides fellowships to those who work
there; it has no grant-making powers or funds. I should tell you
also that, last year, the Ford F'd'n discontinued its special
division for research in the "behavioral sciences" (i.e. sociology,
psychology and anthropology), when they decided to move, ratner,
into engineering, the sciences, and the humanities. This means, oI
course, that grants for work in sociology are now difficult to
come by. However, there might still be some way in which such

a grant could be arranged and I intend to find out by direct
inguiry. As soon as I can get the information, I'll write you
whatever I have learned.

I am grateful to you for giving me the opportunity to search out
possibilities of funds to enable you to get on with your work,
and I'm glad that you overcame your reluctance to raise ths matter
at all. Perhaps I'll get nowhere, but if so, it will mean that the
institutions for grants in support of scholarly work in sociology
have lost all sight of fundamentals.
With all my best, Yours, 7

A e

"'"The original letters are kept in The Pitirim A. Sorokin Collection, the Special Collections
Department at the University of Saskatchewan Library:

3 Campus Drive

University of Saskatchewan

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan

Canada S7N 5A4

URL:http://library2.usask.ca/sorokin/Credits
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Columbia University in the City of New York | New York 27, N. Y.

DEPARTMENT OF SOCIOLOGY

3 October 1961

Dr. Pitirim A. Sorokin
8 CIliff Street
Winchester, Mass.

Dear Pitirim:

I have seen Professor Lazarsfeld for a few minutes since his recent return
from Paris, and in order to facilitate matters, I am writing you on his behalf
as well as my own.

First, we do want to thank you for your warm invitation to attend the First
International Congress in Salzburg next week. If there were any possibility
of our obtaining a leave from the University to attend the Congress, we would
surely do so. But these being the first weeks of the new semester, it is
simply impossible. You have our every good wish for success of the Congress
and we look forward to the Proceedings.

We are of course delighted by the thought that you will give a paper at the
1962 meetings of the ASA. Ihave taken the liberty of pre-empting your paper
for the session I will be chairing. Plans for this session are of course still
fluid, and we can correspond about your paper upon your return from Europe.
It makes me particularly glad to know that you will be taking part in this
session.

As for the Fifth World Congress of the ISA, neither Professor Lazarsfeld nor I
have any responsibility for the program. As I understand it, the program is
being arranged by a program committee with all correspondence about it being
handled by the Secretary Gereral of ISA, Pierre de Bie. He can be reached

at the Association Internationale de Sociologie, 118, rue des Flamands,
Louvain, Belgique. Iam sure he would be very eager to hear from you and

to make the necessaryarrangements.

Once again, my thanks for your letter and best wishes for your trip. Ilook
forward to seeing you before long.

Sincerely,
Coberl £ Mevim
La

Robert K. Merton
RKM:ea
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ROBERT K. MERTON 111 Pinecrest Drive
Hastings-on-Hudson 6
New York

6 October 1963

Dear Pitirim,

As one of the newest victims in the current mild epidemic of influenza,
I am enjoying the last three days at home. Happily enough, the new
issue of the ASR, with its lovely lead review of Pitirim Sorokin in
Review, reached me during my bed-borne siege. I happen not to know
the reviewer, Charles Tilly, but he has surely caught the spirit and
intent of the volume as well as the character and significance of the
work to which the book was devoted. In all frankness, I must also add
that it gave me pleasure to find that he picked up several strands of the
RKM-BB paper on PA for this meant that he recognized the deep
seriousness with which we took the writing of the paper. As I said at
the Eastern meetings, this is surely a time celebrating the Renaissance
of Appreciation of PAS in those few amx quarters where it has not been
a continuing celebration.

I have not written you before now to congratulate the ¥mresx members of
the American Sociological Association on their collective capacity to
confess to an altogether absurd and self-indicting oversight during the
last twenty years and more. To have written you at once about this would
have seemed to suggest that I was even minutely surprised by the event --
and I hope it is a matter of record that I was not. Do be kind -- sxxixunlike
Faraday or Spenceror Veblen or D'Arcy Wentworth Thompson or Mr.
Justice Holems (or innumerable others) who were accorded a certain kind
of recognitfon by some of their contemporaries decades after perceptive
scholars had taken it for granted -- and say not a word about the absurd
delay in according this particular brand of esteem. (If you will forgive it,

I speak as the son of a proletarian to the son of a peasant in asking for
noblesse oblige.) And by all means, épater le bourgeois by demonstrating
that, in your spare time, you can turn over administrative matters to the
administrators of the Association just as you can organize a memorable annual
meeting of the Association.

And since this is a day xx in which all is said, my love to Ileana.

Yours,
N
/et




