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The fol Inv.z ino are merelV sr,me Shot] t -  noteS inqni-ed hv h-pf  i^ i^^+i^-r r lg !vf  f  vwf r lY u!u JvrrrE Jlrv!  ( -  r rvLgJ rrrDyf- !gu uJ yctr  LtuIP4Ll_(Jtr

in a col- loquium organised at  the Sorbonne (Universi t6 de Par is V,

Sciences Sociales )  .  Exact ly which col loquium is not very important

since the fol - lowing nine points have a considerably broader

exper ient ia l  basis;  only that  one part icufar col loquium brought

these points so c lear ly into focus. The points must be taken

for what t -hey are:  some immediate impressions put down on paper

by a forei-gner,  for  a long t ine an observer of  the anthropology

of intef fectual  l i fe,  and certainly not only in France. The points

refer to the sty le of  presentat ion,  and to the content,  and are

as fof lows.

( f )  I  am struck by the lack of  structure in the presentat ions.

I  am among those who f ind i t  very useful  when somebody who gives

a talk or a lecture starts by saying:" I  have f ive points to make,

but the bas:-c thesis I  want tc explore is the fo l lowinq:

I  take a statement of  that  k ind as some kind of  contr :act  wi th a

l istener.  The person is announcing his merchandise in advance,

i f  the l is tener doesn' t  l ike i t ,  there is st i l l  t ime to leave,

the l is tener l<nows what he is in for .  On the other hand, he who

does that remarkably audacious thing of  announcing that he has

something suff ic ient ly wor+-hwhi le to warrant the at tentron of  not

onlrr  ano J^lrr t  -^1 
- l ;^ !^ '^-rq 

{ctr  f  i f l *oan minrr feq fnr}rz- f  i rzo minrr . i .DeVeI d-L l - I5 t -Cl l l t . r  o,  !  v!  !  r !  LsErr . . .* , , -  
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a hundred minutes,  has to del iver the goods he has announced. In

addi t ion,  the l is tener knows at  any point  in the ta lk orf  en sommes

- -^ ;^ - ! r ' -  much more in A nosi t ion fn i r r r laor ruus r  erru r ; )  L(JrrJsyuclrLry l r ruurr  r r rure l . l t  LU J uL,tgc

. . l - -  
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L ^^^^-^\ryrro L rrcrPPsr l> . The speaker rnakes himsel f  more accountable

Of course, Lhe structure may not have to be so expl ic i t

and so pre-announced as indicated here.  But some structure ther:e

should be, l ike the paragraphs on a pr inted page,or in a newspaper.

The i rnnression T nar-  €rnm prench intel l -ectrral  stv le is much more
-  Y* ru) | ru f i

a cont inuous, uf l interrupted f low of  words where one sentence is

swal lovred by the next l ike a chain of  snakes devour ing each other.

Tho maf =nhnr ;  ^  , i^ ' i  i1^^-^!^.  SOmeti fnes f  oot  f  hc for . ' l  inrr  f  hat  theI l lg r t tguqyrrvr  I> UEI-LvL-!  qLg- SUl l lELI l t tU> l -  
YgL LI IC ICEIAItV L. t lqL Ltrg

chain in fact  is  a c i rc le.

Ther^:r  ,s ' ,c tua11y anot l  r . , r '  1c, i , r l l -  r .n th is conner: i - - j -cn:  wl len

the struct-ure is c lear I  get  the feel inq that he vrho tafks has dcne
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nror l^r^ l - i^n =1+hnrrrrhnIS lOD, t l lat  Lrrere i rds ueen SOme n-r-nI ITtu; . .  - r  *--on al tnougn,

of course, not necessar i ly  j  ust  bef  ore the La-]  k starts 
'  

or  the

same day f  or  that  matte: t : .  The preparat ion may also be bui l t  into

the person as t ra in ing, as ski l l .  This impression may be total ly

misleading: the person can be bluf f ing.  T ' te unstructured talk

m:\ ,  ha mrrr-h hetter than a ta lk wi lh an ' .mprovised, superf  icral- ,  even

fal lacious structure.  Nevertheless,  I  would stand by the point

t l iat  any real  neaningful  t : ressage conveyed is not only in the

f torv of  words rbut also the structure of  their  organisat ion.  Lack

of structure reduces communicat ive ef f ic iency considerably.

(2) I  am strucl(  by the l -ack of  concrete examples.  The words

pass by,  they are at  a high l -evel  of  abstract ion and general i ty.

The French is of  course impeccable,  there ls euphony. But examples

are useful  ,  for  at  Ieast  three reasons. Contact  is  estabf ished

between the words and real i ty;  one is no longer only in the space

of more or l -ess wel l  connected words, but osci l lat ing between that

space and real i ty.  A double cornmunicat ion is taking place which

nar laanni  ca I  I  ru i  s rather imoOrtant.  SeCOnd, he WhO talkS haS a^ " ' .r

chance to show in detai l  what is rneant by the words emit ted and

+l- '^  naaf "r  ^f  ^C ref  at ions.  He can sd!,  "here you have this one, t -hereLr lE PUJ LUTALg(

' :  ̂  !L '  - !  here is the relat ion that I  j  ust  ta1ked about ' .  f  nrJ Ll laL UIIE 7 l

nJ-har r^znrd.  he can come f  a i r ly  c lose to tcst ing his theory.!  vYv! er t

Third- i f  fh is is done there is the fssl ino that fhe sneaker has! r r r !vt  r !

, -1 ^^^ h;  -  +^l-  or  at  least  t r ied to do so. I t ,  is  not  a quest_ionqrurrg l l r .D )vp,

of demanding stat ist ical  tests,  or  anything l ike that ,  only of

checking whether the words stand for something concrete and not

only for  themsefves.

Of course, there is no obl igat ion to do this.  One may

also nerfer: t ' l  v  vrel  I  insist  that  i t  is  verv imnorf  ant  f  o exnlore
uL! !

in a purely verbal  way, how words can be meaningful ly chained together.

' l 'ho nrahlam i  S What iS meant by "meaning" and SOOner Or later,

at  some point  or  another,  that  cannot remain a relat ion between

word and concept,  sentence and content -  i t  must also refer to sorne

ahi  anl-  m:+ar i3 l  Or non-mater ia l  ,  Sol le State Of af  f  a i rS,  concrete

or not.  When many speakers,  one af t -er  the other,  ta lk as i f  there

is no such need at  aLI,  one starts suspect ing that the lack of



exempl i f icat ion rs conscrous, is

that reason is part  of  the local

considered a v i r tue,  and for

intel lectual  sty le.

(3) I  am struck by the lack of  precis ion.  Of course this point

is  re lated to the two preceding points:  vr i thout c lear structure

' i  n tha nraaantat iOn, and WithOut referenCe tO exampIeS, there Can

c1- i l l  ha nra- is ion by making the words very precise through

^^€. i^ j+. i^-^ diqr-ardino misleadino intprnretaf ionq and SO On.uEII l l tLMlJt  UfJUq!UrrrY r [LrDrEqurrrY rrrLsLursLqLful lJ qr l \

But i f  not  even this intel lectual  exercise is carr ied out and

words are ei ther lef t  ha-nging in the air  or  associated with rather

imprecise,  of  ten cornmon- sense connotat ions,  so f  u l l  of  d i f  f  er :ent

meanings that they convey next to nothing, one again is lef t  wi th

the suspic ion that the purpose is not to convey precise meaning.

The purpose may be to convey f luency, command of  language in general ,

the language of  the discipl ine and the language of  the topic in

nrr-F i  nrr ' l  r -  'naking verbal  construct ions that are relat ively nebulous,!vsrq!  t

conveying a general  meaning, hoping that the I is tener/v iewer may

f ind something.

when I  do not?

Or,  not  even that -  why should he f ind something

( 4 )  I  am struck by the lack of  theory.  By that I  s imply mean

Lwo things: that  some concrete glangs are taken, something

is held to be ei ther t rue or fa lse or more or less val id,  Ae-d that

^^.-^!Lr--  ' :^  ihen explained in the l ight  of  some general  pr inciple,JUlrrc Lrr  arr9 a > r

axiom or some other statement of  the same kind. There is sorne

kind of  logical  interconnect ion between premises and conclusions.

The interconnect ion is rnade transparent.  Outsiders are invi ted

to enter the theoret ical  construct ion and inspect i t  not  only by

r r lmir . inn Frnm OutSide but bv exnlor incr i t  f fOm the inSide.

r rD"f  ^^"r  - l  af  so have drav,zn another conclusion";  "why do youlvu

use those premises when other premises equal ly wel l  would

account for  the phenomenon" would be the typical  react ions of  a

cr i t ical  or  exploratory nature.  I f  no such structure is presented,

however,  f lo such commentary can fol low because there is nothing

clear to react to.  Needless to sdy,  th is point  is  re lated to the

f  hree nrer-edi  n-  ^^;  -+^ "- ,Ut 
*-akeS them one sf  en f  r r r ther-  A theorvLl l !gg y!EVEurlrY [ ,VTTIL-t  UUL LqnsD LIIgl t t  VI Ig DLEP !U! Ll lE! .  n LIrEV!) /

is  more than simply being precise and a theory does not necessar i ly

include examples,  a l though that would root the construct ion more

f i rmly on and in the ground. A theory is a _lgqfg.g!  structure

and hence one more way of  makinq onesel f  accountable.



(  5 )  I  am struck by the lack of  audaci ty.  By that I  s imply mean

the capaci ty to say something new and or ig inaf .  I t  does not

necessar i ly  have to be controversial  in any pol i t ical / ideologicaL /

rel ig ious sense, but i t  should be intel lectual ly controversial .

I f  not ,  the l ikel ihood js Lhat nothing much has actual ly been said,

that  nobody has stuck their  neck out at  a l l .  Of course, the r isk

in st icking one's neck out is that  the head nray be cut of f ,  which

is disagreable.  But i t  seems to me that th is is the r isk intef fectual-s

have to take: announcing a stand, not necessar i ly  stat ing that

i_hev themselrrc^ L^r. . i^ . .^  ^-^ h, ,nArart  n6r^ent in i t  bUt thaf  thevLrrcJ urrLrrrourvC5 lJ l i IJ-gVC Ul lE I IUIIU!Eu [JEIUt j l lL -Ll . t  IL IJLlL - . - - l

: f  ' l^3-+ nf far inn i i -  far  d iqr-rrqqinn inrr i , l - ina l -ha 
-nr l  

+haorg qL rEqDL u! !ct !1rv f  L !v!  uroeurorvrr t  ! r rvrL!rrv Ll lg IJruS q, I ru Lr lg

r-nnf r :q Rrz f  h: f  r^7^\ /  nnJ_ rrnl  r ;  f  ha nrr l - r ' l  i  r .  l - r r r f  a l  qn nna-ol  € da{-  euvrtL!q-.  DI urrqL vyqJ vrrrJ urre yuvf  ru t  vuL qr, f ,v vr IEJga! YgLJ

heated up a l i t t le bi t  and chances are that  new ideas come fort-h

morer eas i  I  v -  Tf  mav he a l . i t t le l - ike 6;4nl  nr i  nn +ha nrnnFrtv of

mater ia l -s in a laboratory,  by heatrng them, seeing what k ind of

react ions take place -  physics/chemistry at  ordinary temperatures

r r ie ld inn hrr1_ nrdin:rrz inqi6h+-yrsrurrrY uuL vrufr lq!J rr lJa9rrL>.

To this i t  may be objected that the task is not to be

audacious but to say something empir ical ly tenabfe and/or theoret ical ly

val id.  This can of  course be done by repeat, ing t ru isms. But i t

cannot be done by saying something nei ther tenable nor untenable,

nei ther val id nor inval id but s imply a f fow of  words vr i th a 1ot of

concepts chained afLer each other wi th nothinq hard to bi te into.

(6) I  am struck by the tendency to issue commentary on other

intel lectuals.  Instead of  r" t .at"g *  =a

through examples or some kind of  reference, one relates to the

verbal  construct ions of  other intel lectuals,  usual ly comparing his/

her r :onr:ents wi th oneIS own- rrsrral Iv krru noinI ino orr f  \^rhFrF thevv vYvrr  t

dif fer  andwhy onets own concepts as super ior .  That game is easi ly

combined with intel l -ectual  gossip about relat ions between

intel lectuals rather than or in addi t ion to relat ions between the

z-nncanl-  q Tn oonera I  l -h i  s i  s the asnecf WhiCh iS abSent When

instead of  g iv ing Iectures,  col l -oquia etc.  f  or  . :ntef  lectuaLs ,

a f  a lk ic,  o i r ro-  f  n nann' la in nanorr- l  .  fefefenCe iS made tOYUrru!  
qr  

'

other books, or other intel l -ectual-s.  People s imply do not know and/or

are not interested. They frdy,  however,  be extremely interested

in cfrrrnfrrra exampIeS, preciSiOn, theOry and audaci ty;  but  CertainlyLg!U,



not in intel fectua] t r ibal  commentary.  This,  incidental ly,  is

one reason why contact  wi th ordinary people is so important

for intel lectuals,  otherwise they may get into the habi t  of

- i  ^+-r- ' : - . -  !L^ wor ld of  intel lectuals and books for the real  wor ld,r r r f  > LaAII IV LlrU

content ing themsefves with running commentary on vthat happens in that

paper wor ld.  Since that is the wor ld they are in fact  inhabi t ing,

their  own universi ty combined with possible t ravels to other places

of academic learning or discussion ,  such habi ts make l i fe rather

easy .  Consequent 1y ,  one v ' rould expect part icular ly ol-der generat ions

of intel lectuals to be increasingly commentary- or iented as the

contact  surface with the reaf wor ld dininishes and the exper iences

on which their  work,  when i t  was st i l l  or ig inal  and fresh, was once
r^^^^r "-*^ wi ther away,through obsofescence. The resul- t  is  gossip.uqJEu wartE t  \

(1) I  am struck by the tendency to take drscipf inary borders

ser iously.  A very commonly heard expression is," f rom a sociological

t""ra 
-  

v ier , ' r ' / " f rom a theotogical  point  of  v iew",  " f rom a ;ur id ical
nni  n l -  nf  r r i  or^, t r  .  TheSe wOrdS mark bOrderS in intel leCtual  terr i tOry

anr l  r^rhon 16,1^ated SUff iCient ly Often they take On an exiStenCe of

fhoir  6\a7n- l ' rcr-nminrr  e nerf  nf  real i f rz T]-  ic  o:qi l r r  fnrnntJ_on l -h: fvvvrr t  uqJrfJ lvrYvLuslr  ufrq!

"--^1^ r  ̂ -^  r^  ̂ . -^  thel f  OWn lOoi r -  _ nof r^pq6p6.r  i  ^^ - , .^L- , i . i  -^ i  n l  i  narvy!uuf srrrJ l rdvE Jru 
-  r rvu !EDIJEU L_L119 5uulr  LtJ_5L

borders -and that the task of  the intel lectual  might be to t ranscend

them, rather than repeat ing them, however useful  administraLi-

rzelr :  qrrr-h dier- in l inarrz nerqnar-1- i rzeq mA\/  ha_1 .Y"

(B) f  am struck by the tendency of  d iscussants to emphasise where

fharr  r l i  c=dr^^ Tn = hj  ah l  r r  i  nr l i  r r i  r l r r=1 i  q1 ntr l  t t r ra adr^^n^h+ ^^^h^LrrEy urJaYIsE. l l l  q r l IYr l rJ l I IuIvauUAf IJL uurLu!E qy!et : l t teI IL : }e:el i t5

- . , ' . toreI inquishingindiv iduaI: . ty.Af i rm,,Jene^, , j  ^  Ar 
-^.rurb 1;ds \ r  oucord" serves Lhe important funct ion of  set t ing one

^*^-+ - !  1^^^.  f  rom f  he s,neaker.  The fol  low-un rnav or mav notqyqrL,  qu fcaJL 
- !vrr t  

v1- jd[El  .  r l lE I , - - , - , ,  . . .*J

inc lude a more posi t ive assert ion as to in what direct ion one's own

indirr idrral i t r ;  ' i  q la:ninc

(9) I  am struck by the lack of  humour.  Everything is said in a

very ser ious manner;  the ser

t i red,  of ten bored expressi-on

most ly void of  any expression

mood, certainly not a fest ive

communicat ing discover ies .

iousness also being ref lected in the

of the note-taking l is teners -  but

at all-. There is a prevailirrq funereal

one, certainly no joy at  making or

There may be some mir th when



commentary on others takes on a "provocat ive" form with l is teners
enjoying the struggle among giants.  But that  is  i t .

r  let  th is do as an indicat ion of  the impressions. Are
they host i le? Yes, a l i t t le bi t .  r  s i t  wi th a feel ing of
somet-hing unreleased, unborn and,/or something coming t ,o an enc.
But saying so, r  perfect ly wel l  know that my own remarks are
character ised bv:

(  f  )  a relat ively c l -ear structure,  maybe too clear
(2) a total-  Iack of  concrete examples (as they would be too

personal  )

(3)  not a lack of  precis ion,  T hope

( 4 )  a total  lack of  theory -  there is no ef for t  here to explain
(5) nei ther audaci ty,  nor lack of  audaci ty:  the cost to me is

ni l ,  f  have no ambit ions in that  svstem but r  doubt that

those who have would have been free to express themselves l ike
this

(6) there is no commentary on other intel lectual-s,  r  st ick to
the subject

(1 )  no discipl inary borders have been i_ndicated
(B) no part i -cular disagreement wi th anybody except wi- th those i -n

this sty1e, and they are many: I  th ink l t  i -s counter-productrve
( 9 )  hopeful ly not total ly devoid of  some i -mpl ic i t  humour -  for

the reader to judge. Examples would have made i t  nore
humorous, not l -ess .


