718 roelE ] o, 507 J1 - Evks #3984l

Enps FO| AMG skl tiaiAe W AFEEo] AEkal Hrlstal
EE8 okl AR 1980\l 18] AV afdhe 25 & ol 2 1
o) 257 o AHele] AAE & 2 vk Utk o] A= W7t JiIA S
2 ARE ol A A= di= 3as) Bo)= & ], 94 # 25t
I AE AS Wt ol arE Y ZUXE thshe] #shaL 9l 3skd )
4 (Program in History and Philosophy of Science)2] thshdAy o2 IAAH
I W ASwa7) of A, Ag-Eoks vef ol @itk Aotk I+
Z ol= 2 #3hs), T8|a 18-20417] BESHAE FE A7 Us
TE To 9 Foprote] st AAHT ol #AlS 7| TR ok o
2HA o] i ARle] AxusE B2 A% ofla
93 tigddS 17t olgA didu k= A
3l Shzat AR ol9]ol] 7HQIZA S A tigkat
T eggta Azt

1) okhE, “Erkes Fo] BIENE, T84T 12, Al4d AL (1980), 133-159%0 2 A5
93 § o PR 4, 2t gEger, 7 H2e el “Erks Fof A
oo} AP ol AFoZ AP, s, A} aEla HsfAL (A2 AZEeJUE, 2008),
170-198%0]] A7 itk
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Bk Fof o5& W7F As A& AL 1972d 7Hs V1R, shE O
sto] glsta} ishdAy o2 9l orA A7gk W “Philosophy of Science”S
SAYTE 1 2| A dA| BEe| PA FEL uly] AZE 10
3, "ol 127k SOl SATA B0 ARAT, BN B
ol e U= o] e 9% ok} 1t} 18] 129 B dE 1)
723171 E 3 3)(AAAS) Y ollA] ARE ZF<(Sarton Lecture)< S 5 W
A Ag BA EHATE AL Uzl “Mathematical vs. Experimental
Traditions in the Development of Physical Science”2h= zﬂi,] =507 &
BT, o Aol TAVNG e 1 F2E FoRA ¥ 2

WEe WAL BT A 00, 94 B FAY 29l A H ol

%9] 19734 199 Z=Zgthe] My (Sanibel Island)oll A E¢ 2—Z.~7P9]
FArs}st %E‘E(Quantum Chemistry Workshop) 713t & 9021 7121

<l 7h= Hig71el4 ¢7] AZEITE 2 w0 A3 o] &1 AY ’\]
e ol 83lA Y71E P e S wokth olef U= o|n| FEhAL
HokE HFOoE sk 7 MA AL A FHRE AREPIE A4 0}3’- =4
28 st gkl Aol AAE 3l F2 et ol Zd2Hof ot
+ Zlo] & 7|HE EgYder)s

o] A JHJNA HEelga & A= AL 1974 3¢, B ZH~

sl AehaL 2 AhEs g =9 S 2 OEREH 2 AR
ATE 19734 6¢Y SHHE thEhol|A| s8tEg] HE B S48 e v o
@ ZUA2HOF Th= AL 19 A718kar vhEl AT A(Battelle Institute) ]

lﬂlr

Thow AN At 2 A sle] Yt 37kE Thal SRldThs BAE
B Zolth 71 WA L= ubp 8] A Fo] 2 Aol A
31 EL R0l ol Ale] 3 2 BA SR AR T

ZSPI0 @ FE QOh olopI@ F 1 RS 4RE 3R 1% F
24¢ Meekn AP, 53 QPHIYW 2L, TAT AL )
2718 Asked] sk A 2E SAREe] BaE 2 nge] ek

2) Thomas S. Kuhn, “Mathematical versus Experimental Traditions in the Development of
Physical Science,” Journal of the Interdisciplinary History 7 (1976), pp. 1-31.
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S 7HEAA 719 ol 7] Wielghs 19 olopr|Sith

3 2 Al " AL 19743 9¥ Z~E giskdAio] ® ST
T 1900 T4 WA QJgtele gt E ZHelAl IS AU A
A A7 SIRIEE Zo] el vl A tistAE B5e A wE
< PATk Yoo HoA o B AT FAE FooE Fo#u sk
I Ee J94 ve T Ak FEE H L F59 #sto] of st
A EZA=7E 2E A #Alol dvtar Y A Aok am ot &) & 2
o] o}z] 7]ojo] Y=t A7l W7t 2 22 dutFo|a A3l EAE
Foehs AR A7 11A417] 9] =9 H8-2 o 50|
A7) ol o]2eix= DA Huom 1 Aol A=A g ZS A
TFAH R AF3|A HoF= Zo] ¥ F3th= Aot

mo =

715 sk 3 T 3 Aleloll MY LE= 1Y
W7t Al 35 Al Alg Sl tisl 17t A7 dEolith
w7t opd St A= HAH] W TS WEE S
Ao} 135 HoE

5 WA 87191 19751 2€ 17} “Development of Scientific Knowledge”
gh= Ao AshEst tigkd Alru IS i AT Y= IS &
Al @Al 1 A7 (audit)S ST A AIRE Solzt=Tl, AlRto] B
T I UE A ve A A FHE EAE] sfof stal o] I
ol9]o| = At wHEESE Ea1 dfof skt o] HEE YA e =5
o] ¢ HY A gEf'e AR HASsA A ddeteE etk

18hd-E vzl 19754 5€ U= =7 AlE A4 E3A13(general examination)
< AE Al 2ok AHalA A A=dok k. ASAE HFshs Be
SAE0] Al Eok F 3 Fokr A5 E Yok Zlo] BTl U o
Al 28A AL 3 Foks ASHAE opd dnk HAL ZoflA AElsfof §17]
of FHEAVIARE HPAT Al 1A Eoprt AT v W AT FAC
SeE A HASPE gsltial Jed], ol HEShE a3
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o] BithE P Ak, “HAstE g ) «FA| el 2 AMIY shuke] ok
g & ¢ Qe Aoy O FHe AAE 4] Hal el EAAQ) 3
g2 o= A =7 ffsll L o] %8 AIZIE AdElsof it Aol
A= Un= “1841]7] ko] ARRAPE AEded T Yol 18, 194]7] st
A O 2ol 5 g7 A HAI

19763 29 ] WA 7|7} FHojMoF U= “Development of Modern
Physics”eh= Al &-e] o] tighd Alrus 746k Holet o] d5s 7
M= G Fite] A7o] - ool & ThE T/ -7 UTh B34 =
2| tigke] AshaL T2 14 3 sl o IEe st
AT =TS I 7 A5l tefiArt 29 HIlY, FEs] A A =
Al S 29 a5 81e T3k 2102 o 8tk vl 871 A<
olwf k= ofm] Al /o] AT =S & 7] wlEol I AEAE AT
s 24 ¥odal A8t Fol wolEelA] e Aotk 17t Al
AIZE olf=, W7F 2Wi7bA] 22 Al e AT =89S At HiEA UE
< BAA 08 EMsh= Aol oY 11 AF9] AT =S e FEe
" F s Bk ope}, Ale SYER stelg #5t £S5

g

=
2 e
Ef

A AT FAE ol ATSIL 1 ARE 22 21 DAN PYFES E
Be A7 o 1S AW AR-IE I3 Aol Qe Z2 I3 Solst
A o] 1% FRL WA 2o T Bh AL oflAe Yoleks Rolelk

S3l= g4l 1= “Since you are here, you should
UL SIS Y3, A sk o] Asters
AR R FHG wjAS AW o] S0l e S ]Eﬁ-’Fi
T =R ATE Y3 ) A9E 12 2 Wi, Wk e Bue A
e Fe e olaEkAT TRtk |9 AER AT =R
3 A= 24 grow] sk A olsish] YEThe oloplw ek A 1}
= ] =2 Z9-A9-2x(Rudolph  Clausius,
RS W R Yok O F A 5
Z2AE szt 187 AREcks

3) ¢+ HL 194)7] 2 F=ro] LHAT2Royal Institution), g+ HL FRA|([Jr, 1619-1692)
o B 3, 1e)a o 3 1S 2 E B Y(Robert Boyle)2] 71A12 o) thgk Aotk
4) o] ZRAEE $oF-E F& Eo A= Yung Sk Kim, “Clausiuss Endeavor to
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A2 =SS e AAdA U SRl 5154
(Clausius inequality)” -2 “AEZ 3= e Z718IP = 98t A2z

1

1 X N
Lo i
lo

o] dojx= HAo] &3] 4
HA& AR Prhe= A
S AR S AHstaA 99
e v Fds] sho] Fv 25 A
o7 S}tk T2y A= Ul oloE
a8 B 2E 25 AR silthke AS AEAL “shit”olZkal Wil
Zo|Ed L xhe] 119 %A o] opF = st AMY e ARl AT
FA, = A SOl thal StEHE S28kaL XIA|SHA olokr]starl SHAY
59 gHs AAHYoH W2 g EES Ho|7|= it} o] AluuolA
HA A5 3 7HA ol tiefA] =97t B § oA ulxl ol A, AR
o] o] AARE w7 AT A ofn] T3k o] AF 3 =&, “Mathematical
versus Experimental Traditions”ol| 48] zH4le] =48 o) &312 08 Rukzsh
T ARE " A ol s F

ojuf U} AH|A Ie 21d * EXkE 19 A5 FAf gF FFolA

“Work done in one of my seminars by Dr. Yung Sik Kim has helped me

9|£
rir
m
i

o] ople} o} B
sol7l 22 Wk e
Ao o}2) 7]ejel t),
oIAY B 538 ¢

tH S 531, 25}t ARrlel

Mrooe
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recognize how hard it is to retrieve more than hints of Planck’s ultimately
standard version of the second law from Clausius"2ta. M =Hl, A+ =% g4
SRy W ALY EEE EHe] W A F= 19 FHstal gt
BAE = T UM o] Loll= FdHo] vt 1977 62 F=lA A
< g}kl AJAska JE U7} 1979 190l ZHXAES WHESIA TS
ThaS w 1=y A duf ok " 1 3 3 4E A “For Yung Sik Kim,
who will find evidence of his intervention in Chapters 1 & 2. Tom Kuhn”o]2}
L ARISHA WAl =R, ARIS sk =% “who will*olZkal AW =%
Thdg el Jart Wolxth 1A e tE Ao E AL A HA o

F o] a7t Zo] BARA A B AdM T ARlS s A,

Generalize the Second Law of Thermodynamics, 1850-1865,” Archives internationales d'histoire
des sciences 33 (1983), pp. 256-273°.2 Z=QITh

5) Thomas S. Kuhn, Black-Body Theory and the Quantum Discontinuity, 1894-1912 (Oxford
University Press, 1978).
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Wk 1d e ik deAof 2 Ao ARlS Al&siA WA F31a,
o % W7} st e 1 Ao A »ﬂolxl"ﬂE A2 Zo] thE 3o
2 oA & F7I12 28 19 SH7}F Hof Aok

19763 6¥ol W7} “Science and Society in 18th Century’2l= A= vlx]
A 1A FAAEE AE W= GA ZFol 7)o E]l BIINEES A2
TFAE 95 Fe FHolA F9 = A3 I wZol HAS o 7]
teof A HAY Aotk W Aot FA] A9 a7l A O HhA
Zo] 7t & FFARol Falof & o] olAeHE Ie AHile] 1
Aol Solgtozittar gk o] Al Mo FFARS X 2= A
717} @M% qF E0& < floke Zolith A= 1 Wil vh= viA
NS A2IE FFAYE G oA AT ZREH | s
3 Z3ofok ot FFAIHe] EYa vl A3E 7t U= WA
T2 A Al AR T W A UebA “No more exam! No more exam!”
olgtal FAY S & FHA obFE Aol Fstel FATh W A=uE
A de]23(Charles C. Gillispie)g—= o] Algdll #o] 7|2 dA
TFAE gA0] ZoAe A WA SEFHA Fol AL 1 501
Al AARZIRE STl YA 27t 71| 1S 2vt fle A Z A
Bk ojoprlal FASMEH], A & 9 FAS gl SAEF 194
Zloll #EH W-8o] ¢ “‘O‘/k“ Ao 2 HE AZIA B2 As E]oh

Ue TPAEE vk 3 1977 59704 193 ZRA2EOA =2 HF
2L s A=, 19779 280 ARk g7)d #9] % 43}
A8 A=-& AT 2d A W7t tishd AR s AE|uel] Eoje= A
£ 9HY O olfldle As wie] vhg-S BATh 11 o]f7t ol #g}
AL B ATE A oy A RS 55 AR T A4
5 A, b #shaL HF-o) thskdAo] HshEEte] thsk e
g 5# ﬂﬂf’ﬂ HH}X:] T AL Ego] QF HAT sh "Z«l 4“@_5}

T &= Ho|Yth

2o 8] F A7) 557 B YO o] B golE AkEelN 1
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gk SFofok ar, why ojv] 2EaA A1 QId A (Carl Hempel)o] 1]
Hhe gial ZejaiA HAth F& Bx o] #E oF Awe A 43
4 A%, a28la § ARk ALlely elkE2(Imre Lakatos), ko]ofobl
E(Paul Feyerabend) 52 A5 7ake] Hatnsto = AN e ¥ o=
off SP-ERE & Aalo] Zrefstal Rt sl 98]y B B3
o] s HAW Zolek e v e ARkl 27}o] 3EE o) 1t
A Ao FelE ST} ol 22 & Tl A AL ofyARt A4
o] d el EAHe Hg AFofsta FAlo] Ale] BEF £e ol
H Zlo] 28]3 2 ®o] Sk ojopr] Ak

19774 69 W7t A=g Fo= EHe] wiv AKHUE T2 A4l
WS FIHARARE 7HEA W7t vl ZHAl HAE W Fopt v =
ok AT oMol BASIEAA|TE 19961 ] APLRH 94—% g RS o]
W WAL 312 ot B8 A we AFoRME A g 4l
2 AlZre] dele dolith I HAE FA|H b= %_‘%—%‘, L=
ol A5 ool AR7] wiel vME S = HAE Bl & BE o]

&S ZIgEot &S WS 5= Qe o9l

A= A vhd A= = 19773 119 D vi= SRR 20l Ui AT
ANE A =7 41E SAA T4 Bl Ax $ A5 Hule
HAQ7Nol s}eta} 4407 Hujof k= o] of3} A Sl tieiA =
A A 2o O 7o) A v &l 2 ol whwlstA = o]z &
Fo| Ts By st HAor s & YT A w4l olojAE o
w7 2 @2 Al 2 flgte] HAUk

tlo
o

I was very pleased to have news of you and, in any case, want very much to have
you feel that | am available to you as a consultant on problems like those your
letter raises. But the months since your letter arrived have been extraordinarily
busy ones for me. I did not even have the chance to look at your manuscript until
a few weeks ago, and it has taken me the entire time since to reserve an interval
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to put together a response. Please forgive me and do not conclude that | am
genuinely unavailable.

227 olofAE T Holn B mHEE ge Lol Az,

I am delighted that you have written up your Clausius material, think that your
point is thoroughly worth making, and urge you to put the manuscript in shape
for publication. But | do have a number of suggestions to make, a number of
them pretty trivial, but not all in that category. The more important ones will be
clearer to you if you read the part of my first chapter which overlaps your note,
and | am enclosing the relevant pages so that you can do so. You may, of course,
not agree with what | say there, but you should at least know about it.

O % U= 318h 440 7 318 EEY A3} 5] olE i
A 3]0 AARA XS FAR sh= WAL 8F9] =1 A4S A 1979 10
Yol A &3k 1980d 190l 915 Wtk vk auwg AT Q14 0]
2= AZA 2] QeI AR Alg]zol] ol B3 91 HE-S i HA
A& 7] Sl 29A] A1) 1714 ARE debe HAE Byt ofvt
I ANz A4S delEa ool 3 (Karl Popper), SE=(Michel Foucault),
F2-7](Noam Chomsky) 5= THEUTHAL oJor& W A Z2-2d|, A4le
oM E F5g HANA AR HSE A5 ] E TEA] A2(source) S

< 9UF Us I e 22 iee Bt

One or another of those sources is likely to supply what you need, though I am
sufficiently nonplussed by the company in which your letter puts me to be
uncertain just what is likely to prove appropriate.

U= “nonplussed” 2= ©o1E 1 AR A A& H7|el APdS 29kd 7]
oJo] Wt}

e &2l 1981 1€)== W7t MITS] STS ZE2 130l A Fosh= AT
H](fellowship) ol A L& A =& ToA] FHAE FEded], TAAM =

T A WAt AT 19 Beg nel Frh
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| shall do what | can, but | have to tell you that | am not optimistic. [...] No
decisions have yet been made, so there is always a chance. but there is also a
major difficulty, and 1 suspect it will prove decisive. The group selecting S.T.S.
fellows tries quite hard to find people working on projects that relate both to each
other and to the topics being explored by the faculty. To most of the people with
whom | have discussed you, your work looks too far from the mainstream.

ot

olgA A 19] ojolr|E E ulE Uk $F ¢ am still keeping my
fingers crossed”ﬁ}i T2 oo FHAN o] otk AL WA 3] &)
= T O F Y A= 2 AES & WA sEdA At §)
FEAT Ao o]d 29 oJopr|E 3l Fololyt 3= AHS A5 M
HAth £E ths MITY 7015 4] 23
dut £ 3o vh= Iz A]de $kd E
AA Bt A Al 2% At $ =
ol I o3t o] AT
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32

I am by no means sure what to tell you about your paper. The point about which
you began to write is thoroughly worth making, though perhaps of less than
cosmic importance. This version of the paper suggests that you may be able to
make a vastly more important and exciting point, and that would be still more
worthwhile.

I duf & o]ojz|= ooy &2 A WA i) tisiA Bt vde] 7
=7 & 9 A8iA itk # :erri*a‘*a— d=z 9 o3 2t

The basic trouble with the manuscript as it stands is that you are far too little
selective. In the first eighteen pages you give far too much space to paraphrasing
Clausius’main papers as though for their own sake. [...] Elsewhere, you seem to be
including material simply because it is in the original papers rather than because
it is needed to support and to permit understanding of your conclusions. [...] but
occasionally, especially in the discussion of equivalent transformations on p. 6, |
think you do not take sufficient space to pin down an essential idea down.
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EE Ue 433 7ol i dubst S0 g AollA
£8 =3 Aok
T8t o9l 1982 3€RE 19zt e 2"l AAJSHA &
A= oju] gA ZHAE A R Y A H 2(John Servos)oll Al
H|S=8HA] SEhe-Al 2ol tigh Tgke] o Adet Fof nie] sl o]opr]
A A 2} ool tigh MR8 S24A Q1 ¥kg-2 “That's typical Tom!”©]
Atk 9] oY FASERH A 24 Ago] JPHH -5 o v
o] ] ARtz olor|E EthH= AUt Wl ARWFHE ey
WL 1982\ 7971A] FEjolA ddE BUja T ARl Sofe o]
Aare] 218 Aol il U25H olor] £, 1Alo] & AP A |
oy Awd Zo| gltka dEd), IHAE I Fo] YL BA &
= TAIE oAU BFE AX A8t e As A sk gedt
o] glow, mebx Fo| F-& TAZF vkl AAE w= B3] F&
A7E e AY BY HE=A] o] ZA] Eofof sittar ojopr]s)] FATh 1
I e o TR 2,5 AR #Stolghs Al s st B
FE AR AR & A& AFSE o)A kL EGATE o] dES
FHOoWA ofgdEo] AR ol thxA] AAE AYUIAE Aol
i3] A= 212 A7, R AFE Ad o] F Al tisiAES A4
o2 T3 IEY AEE Lo TE0] ARA o9A tsh=AE B
M A 4 JAd Ao] & Yol A A Hrk
2S5 W O o 8ol Al WA YE FolAl
Hylt}, ool 3 & Al gholl & 0] FAle & Hjo|x e, A

am very pleased with the result. | think the paper does need some quite careful

rl

Ac)

=2

detailed editing for clarity and English idiom. But | now think that is all it
needs"2h= E olAlE He-S Tl AUk Fo]o] 1= Historical - Studies
in the Physical Sciencesell Fi13l7] 913l & 3FYE.E(John Heilbron)o]u} =
B8 o}o] Z(Norton Wise)ollAl gkl AstAA o3 22o] olopr| it
L 2Ao] AgAl Fo| AHEES /Al s =} “If you let me know
what you plan to do, | can drop one or the other of them a note in advance.
But I shall do that only if you would like me to.” 1= ¢ il 4 23}

B e 2 DL SiRolWA U Uie] AW B FHL A



Enjlx~ £ 539

I have simply not had the time to do detailed editing myself, but | have made
a reasonably large number of marks in the first half of your manuscript, and | am
therefore returning it to you with this letter so that you can get a bit of a start
on the editorial process.

HAE BlEA Ie vt 2 depduoli dee ml=deA 3]
(History of Science Society Meeting)oll Al 2A| =71& ittty Je=d), A2
94 o] HAE thA] ¢l 2y “though my primary involvement will be with the
philosophers rather than the historians”2l= o] BE % Z& 2A "} &
A U Fo] olop|3t 7 A F SHYEE £S5 "l d1E Byled,
JAIAM & FFo] “Congratulations for passing the scrutiny of our exacting
mentor”Zh= 2 AJAE A B Fo| 2] AAGY 1 w3 ue} vl
B ATE IS & T AT vF oA SFYEEe] a1 T AlY
g oy 17t ddofskA] ot Y 719e] dr

1dzke] ZAXE AA7E BUZIE 12900 vis Bad T Hog 78
“o*—ErSHH A Zo] gk o|FAHY olopy] T B W7t T= ALY
2l FAIE tigt € 2231 Utk olop|E sHAl HAAL v 24
b ¢lo] & AlZto] A3 ETE 19] WhE-2 o3 4 9l
Atk Apale] - mpm|eE 7k 1 o 2 kol zlo] WA E5
o glojFAtE Aotk T2 o E Folxt F v oA ¥
15 BlEd, 7F A via f 29 Yol 19 FH dAeE ¢
i ® A5 D7) BRule HAY o 22 e SESSIth

AN

I now realize that 1 might have been a little carried away by my desire to have
your comments on it. Please do not feel that you are bound to read it. If you find
it possible to read it, however, | would appreciate your comments greatly,
preferably before | leave, say by the end of January.

A5 A gojRY oA 23]7 :Loﬂﬂl Aoz ZALPSAE B2
a1, I 1€ Fol Al oo E3t= 71 B BEUSith A7]oll= o

Re
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B3} 2AS0] DA Q=] The ylgo] 2AskA|E BE wojA HAe
£88 F 4ol S 19 4AL ¥ HolE

You are attempting the sort of paper that will make senior figures in the field
quite angry, at least some of them. It is essential that papers of that sort be
written, but they are more likely to be taken seriously and less likely to do
damage if they are presented by people who are already pretty clearly established
in the field. [...] 1 do wonder a bit whether this is the sort of paper which you
ought to be involved at this stage of your career.

o] HAe] ol 7k 33| PNPHA Ie e 22 2 SEdh

I like what you are up to quite a lot, and have found much of your material very
interesting. It is simply that I think the paper is probably still at a relatively early
stage, and that |1 am not quite sure that you ought to be working on a paper like
this at this stage of your career, though you surely ought to be thinking about
these issues.

1983y 24 1L471-.9] TY2HE AANE vl A5 T 10o] W Ft
U B e T 22 it 10854 Wl AAFSA T A3l
WY 38 AN F B AT QAW F2 vF W de] IF Fobt
A g T F 71ee] Y Ae 19879 ke 9] ol A o} e ol
B oIt U7k K= A7) k4 18] Belo] el QW wgEd 1
£ A AN QF HA% Alo] ofde wHd 4 Itk sheA o} 4

6) Yung Sik Kim, “Natural Knowledge in a Traditional Culture: Problems in the Study of the
History of Chinese Science,” Minerva: A Review of Science, Learning and Policy 20 (1982), pp.
83-104.
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Abell =S U Zolt}. ojuff 17} fL w7 ERle] 28 #ela

B =0l ATE 7hA fojdo] ARkl Bl ‘} SEHY A A siAM
7AW H= Aolitk. Alfslshs vellA = ”W AR ATE Tk A
o] Fasith= e TA B 7HA HIZS AF2GA 2R F= o]

nprjEto g2 B 7.0 1995\ 20|t 1 A & 792 Y= U 1
5 HE £2] gt Wol 3 EHUATE 2418 52 HA &
ot AAE A Tl 2€0] rls AF Al Fo] e AT Wl HA]
2 9z} BlE 2 g8 1 “I'm glad to hear that we may be able, next
February, to make up at least a bit of lost time. | certainly expect to be here,
and would be upset to miss a chance to see you'dl= =2 A& & o33}
2ol 19 Z8-& Hsta v gt

+

I am at last quite fully recovered and back to work. But it's been a dreadful year,
and it's less than a month since | got my head together sufficiently to return to
work on the book which is currently my main project. Under those circumstances,
I'm not going to try to write at any length. But | do want to tell you how
pleased I am to hear from you and know that a chance to get together is
forthcoming. | very much look forward to it.

Jet Thesl 28 AR W7k AnelAe] 2R9e W Ik BulE A
A 93 AT AALE Zolaks e YU 2B gol BhAAR A 1
o 302 Fopr} 3 AZE A olobr & Lhe Foll AeE Hek = Sl
mw& ol ol she Welsly o] BAL 8] 2 Zlo] AupSwA
AAER Zol mleke 202 31 Usielch
14 @5lo) A F Lk ATAHERE ASTHshne] s A
2zo] 08 243 ek Bete Wi Jo) SRSEOR BAE BY
ok Azl A ehe AgelA A 1B Aol BFslok SUAE 4 A
Zro] FEA| B3l QAT 1) HFE G ok URA o] e 4
S A B FAND AL T BAGIA W & Te 2e BTN ¢

i l-l'l
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This time | am writing to see if you will be able to accept an invitation for a
lecture from my university. Perhaps this will surprise you, because you must know
that | know all too well that you normally do not have time for this kind of
engagement. But | am asked by one of our Deans to invite you, which | cannot
reject on my own, and | thought that after all you might like to have some break
in a foreign land.
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And please feel free to say no. In fact, | am writing this letter with a mixed
feeling: while 1 like very much to have you visit us, | hate to become one of those
people who disturb you with all kinds of agenda.
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The invitation you addressed to me on 29 April is especially gratifying, and I wish
I were in a position to consider it. But | cannot do so. Since you last saw me my
health problems have grown worse rather than better. I'm not traveling (indeed
for months on end | scarcely get out of the house), and I'm refusing all new
undertakings. If that were not the case, the considerations that you so kindly
enumerate would enter the decision process, and the answer might well be the
same. In the event, they do not even arise.

Nevertheless, it's very good to hear from you (when your letter arrived | thought
it might be announcing a visit). Thank your colleagues on my behalf [...]
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