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R.OBERT PLANT ARMSTRONG

Berween scholarly writers, especially new ones, and sensitive readers who demandspecific qualities in the works th.y r."d, there often exists an abiding state ofwarfare.The reader is the aggressor and ih. n.* wrjrer .t. .rr.*f, J. b"rrl.ground is thecdiror's ovcrcrowded desk, for the editor is the reader,s o-uoJr*".r. The issue is the- 
wrirten page, involving clear diffcrences ofopinir" 

".;;;;ji! 
,t u t.".t, the demea_nour, and the forms of serious discourse. The discrete ,or* b7iliis the disscrrarion:

and it is the chief object of this paper, in putting the issues forthrighdy, ;;;about the dissertation's defeat 
"rri "lhi..rr" ".rr"ri.,r" 

discursive peace.
Pe&ntry has been scorned for centuries by those *rro, .qu"tt'y as scrious as, ifnotindeed more serious tfan, the pedant, have ever b..n -ori h,r-"n. in their work,seeking to relate the subjects of their investigations and the learned discourses whichcmbody them to the aFairs and the errd, Jf ,rr"n. In the p"r, r"*ra gcnerarions,

however, pcdanrry has ceased to be a subject forjest 
"nd 

h", irrri."a been hanowed
by tradition and instirutionalized. Ir is Ldeed ih" 

"orr" 
of -o.h contemporary

scholarship; but because it is a complex strucrure it is difiicult ro attack, even thoughit is comPrised of carefully learned and utterly wretched atticudes. 1has therefore
flourishcd reladvely undisturbed. Thus has peiantry b..o.rr"il.d to effect;q;;lr_
tative jump, and instead of being 

" 
rportiu. vagary it has become a pondcrous

modus vivendi' That splendifcrous emfdness rnen once rejected with derision, theirdcscendanm have mu,"red into a disculsive anomary they c"il the dissertation.
It is a regrettable irony - indeed even a Fagic onc - tir", rhe nreans by which ascholar in every rcal sense rreatcs himselfas scholar is so little studied, so little u'der-

stood. Far from being simply'informatiou transGrence,, a book is a f ite eshte oF

,  E l€ano" ,  H  ̂ r ,v r4 n y
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l.-,.g; 
To create sulh a work requires both convi*ion and art. Thc art of writinp$ perhaps the mosr importani skrll,the scholar ought to a-c'uire, and it org\r;;l

thi subject offaithful a-ttenlr-on 
"od,p.".ti", 

But the:srudent does not acquirc it; helyrns inltc.ad the honoured foims oidrab dircour;g.the a,rid nicetie-s,ofdocumcnta_
,tion, and the simpletead.ed regimeru oFa prop.r't$il;il;;.;ii"r#ffffi;
rearn oI a r.iuy 

!::.lounf 
and meaningful'kitd abo.ug,ghe,*rot, of rhe dirco.irs.

wnose exerclse wrll be a- large part ofhis life is relegated to accident.,As a result hefails'to'discover thc book 
"t-" 

;irut. and independ.it.orrroi ro, -.rr.

+H 1,f"9@"@:."':':""*1. N-ow, one can h4lly.for a moment
that J t  . i - r - r - , . .  - u !r,rrsnes tne bools trgm the dissertation, and expect anyone to

d i sserta tion m u sr no t a ls o h"*,.TJr" *.---
Fhat I have in mind is q"t;Efi'..."t. Since 

" 
bookil

The book is, first of all, a huEaqre work which the writer inteods to be taken
:eno$fhar rhc book ir I
that his book is hint-thinking, and that thereforc the hinri, not o.rrty- i*;;ffi, ;:,rhe essence of rhe book. The best work, rherefore, wil be t o-"'ia.a by virtue ofthe explicit prcsence of an esrimabre man brooding througrr ii. *ort . That the
book is humane further implies that in the final 

"n"iyri. 
it, ihi.n*porrance lies inits relevance ro man and his estate. In the most profound **. th...f.o.., 

" 
book, bfvirtue of bcing a humane work, is a work ofhum"n context, an existential event, apotential encounter. The humane book possesses a cenrre ofgravity which is within

man.

and o'I consciousncss and since it becomes an cxistential context for the ,."a., *t o

:::.::^tff:l-r-,_,,r^f_1"*r-:t* 
the book s rootedness in c-onsciousness musr be fully

and richly cxploited as the sub-strarum of all thc rest if all ,h.;j;;;;;;:
achieved. That challcnge to roundcdness, that wholeness which is of all attriburcs
most subject to thc critical examination of the consciousness, must be met. This
reguires not only all the wrirer's knowledge but all his fancy as well. To make an
estate of the work - a viable and, ro the probing consciourn rr, 

" "*ir"tr"-""Jexistenr esrare - is thc heavy charge placed opon th! aurhor ofthe book.
This view ofthe book is based upon many assumprions *hi.h *;lll;:ome mani_

fest as we proceed. But one of the most basic te.r.ts i, an unshakeable belief thet
language is a human activiry and that it has no more honourable function than to
prelent man-thinking. Man-thinking is at every constiruring moment of the book
mediator berween his reader and the world he perceives 

"rrdjo..*"res into his own
words. Languagc is a tool only in the sense rh"t it makes man insrrumental. That
language is a precision instrument with its own objectirr..*irr"o"" aparc from man
is the premise which informs the worst dissertariois - and for rhat matrer rhe worsr
books; that it is a strucure of being is the premisc ofthe folly re"liz.d book.
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A further critical feature ofthe book results from the model the author 
"dopm 

ho,
himself and his work. He may fancy himself as the writer ofa dissertation, wlich is
highly specialized and oftcn therefore oflitde consequence, or he may regard him-
self simply as a writer, a certain kind of man - onc who through his written prose,
with serious digniry and with respect for languagc and discourse as a mode of being,
does a human work and establishes an aspect of the world. Further, the writer can
view his work either as a dissertation, wbich as a higtrly specialized form is also a
highly rcstricted one, or he can regard it as an attempt at organic creation through
language, diffcrent frorn rhc grearest books in the language perhaps only by virrue
of the fact that it may flow from a lesser man and is devoted to less pro'6dnd and
stirring issues. In both these pairs of altcrnatives, thosc choices pertaining to rhe
dissertation involve the acccptance ofspecialized models; the second choices do not.
The writer of the dissertacion sees himselfas involved in the execution ofa complex
and erudite ritual for a cohesivc, erudite, and minimal audience, and he r..i hi,
work as conforming to ccrtain requirements of structure and levels of discourse.
Thewriter ofthe book on the other hand consciously sees himselfas existing within
the tradition ofhis lang.uage and literature and regards his work as directed co every
man posscssed of the requisite wit, lcarning, and taste to appreciatc it. The writer
of the dissertation subinits to the rirual hazing of his el{ers, proving to them thar
he hes read his homework; the writer of the book rejects the indigniry inherent in
so foolish a dcmonstration. Thc writer of the dissertation hounds his points ro the
ground with packs of foomotes while the wrircr of books, using footnores, when
inescapable, with neither bravado nor timidiry, treats his ideas and his evidence as
straightforwardly and honourably as he can. He does so out ofrespect for his work,
for his readers, and for hirnself, not out of a base desire to please his committee or
to flatter his director.

At the outset, then, thc wrirer must decide whether his work is to be organic or
artificial, humane or academic, ag end or a means, and whether he, as author, is to
be civil or dull, whcther he is to place himself and his work wirhin rhe mainsrream
of the viable literary traditions of his culture or to joumey the torruous by-way of
the dissertation. Further, he must dctcrmine whether he is to wrire a natural form
or an unnatural one. In making up his mind on these points, the writer should bear
in mind the fact that few scholars, once released from the disciplines ofthe graduare
school, would of their own free will choose subsequently to write a dissertation.
Unhappily, ofcourse, there are some senior scholars to whom the form seems to be
anatural means ofcxpression.It is such people, one suspects, who invented the form
and do the most to perpetuate it.

As a funher aid to defining the book, I point to the 6ct that a book is in daily
discourse distinguished from what is called a nonbook. Nonbooks are of several
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kinds; but their diffcrences notwithstanding, they all shere rwo common feaffires:
rhey tcnd to be written for market rather th"tr fot intellectual reasons, and they are
all means rather than ends. since their centre of gravity is external to man it is
difiicult, no mattcr what rheir pretensions, ,o ,ug"id thern as humane, scrious, or
dedicated to creating a context in and ofthe fullituffof,coruciousness. Of all non-
books, rhe most conspicuous cxampre is thc 'cofrcc-table 

book., The t"rr., *o"uy
6nd th-eir market by vinue of their decorative assets rarher t{ran from 

"ny 
ti*r"ry

or intelleccual merir, or for that matter - since such works are ofien 
"" 

#"k;_;;
significandy- serving important aestheric or historical p'rp**. Alrhough such
books arc phenomena ofthe age of self-improve-.nt,'th.y seem to be of litde
eftect, and in the final analysis they appear to s€rve rnuch the same purpose as the
frilly lampshades one so often sees conipi.oously gracing certain front windows.

Another typc ofnonbook comcs into being from giv;g expression to the desire
to gather together bits and pieces of literary materials. dh.ri., such collection is
done around a common theme or around a constelation of such themcs, i, gi;;;
strong evidence of the simple desire to collecr. The abundance of anthologieiand
readers aftests co this. Perhaps-the strcngth of this drive to anthologize o*J, *,r.h
to the lucrative rextbook markets, but if this is so, then in this respecr we live now
at a fonunite tirne. The abundance of ,.l"tirr.ly ;.d;; paperback books
seems ro have ended thc heyday of rhe big and expensive-classroorn reader. what_
evcr rhe case, the f"ct remains rhat the anthology is perhaps the most common form
ofthe nonbook, and its rationale is identical to th.iofth"- coFee-table Ur"t, *nilt
aPPears to be that there is justification and indeed evsn some virtue in the snippet
approach to the study of the long progress ofhuman achievemenr.

There are orher nonbooks which are also alien to the notion of book as humane,
though these, by and large, are without artractive markets, thus making the motive,
for their compilation less comprehensible. I have in mind both the symposium and
the festschrifr. At their worsr, these rwo nonbooks are empty ar,,', or g"r,"ry;
and even though at their bcst they may corutitute major 

"oit 
ibrtio* to knowl_

edge, yet publishers ha-vc grown wary of them. Like-the coffee-table book, some
symposia and Gstschriftcn are dedicated to vaniry; like the antholcgy, their pans
are often disparate; like borh, they arc in general rirun&ne and without int.rit to
any save the specialist with a markcd tolerance for the dull, the inane, and the incon-
sequential. sdll, both rhe festschrift and the symposium are published, cven 6irly
bad ones. Vanity and the amazing support vanity."" gcncratJsometiri.res cbnstinrte
so powerful and insistent a force that the.publisher finds it dificult to resist; he
acceprs thc work uncnthusiastically, and brings out a small printing.

There are more profound traits than market and vanirf, howwer, which the



Ntgratly hwa+t baafft\u{n,g+l^ 
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9upe5 v
genres of nonbooks have in common, and these are the features which perha'ps j -- rf--
Jistinguish them most significanrly from the book. The coffce-table boot is trL.iy dePflE

to be deficient in thoughtfulness and in coming to grips with a problem, though it
may be both synthedc and programmatic. The anthology often ratcs somewhar
higher in thoughtfulness but again fails to grapple wirh the issue. The symposium
and the festschrift at their best can exhibit thoughtfulness and thoroughness, bur
common emphases, perspectivcs, values, and judgements are absent.

In short, nonbooks are marred by the absence ofprobity, ofuniry, and of respon-
sibility. Each of these terms, save perhaps responsibiliry, is clear enough. Probity
designates that quality of being at once both-significant and illuminating , and ttnity
is the coming-togetherness of the work into a whole. Responsibility is in one respecr
the obligation to treat thc subject in the fashion it deserves, which the word ordi-
narily means. But it implies more than this, for thc proper way oftreating a subject
is thoughtful, analytic (or synthetic), progrimmatic and exhausrive, fully rounded,
taking hold of a problem. Works so treated achieve that marvellous three-dimen-
sionaliry characteristic of the good book. Each of thesc three rerms - probity, unity,
rcsponsibiliry - is an important critcrion of the book and must be present; if one or
another is absent, a nonbook results.

Thc di anv or indeed'all hus it is clear
that thc dissertation is anot the nonbook. It is probability for
failure to honour the Cri-terion ons most commonly fail to
be books. The dissertation never achieves that qualiry of being historically, socially,
conceptually, aesthetically - hunranelT - significant. The reason does not lie solely
in thc fact that the writer has written a dissertation instead of a book. There are
some writers who deserve no greater challenge than the dissertation. I am concerned
here, however, rather with that person who could achieve probiry but who is
precluded from doing so by the requirements of a system committed to a form ro
which probiry is alien - bccause the work is usually carefully kept minimat, cut off
from any but the most apprentice-like intellecrual pretensions or achicvemenrs. Its
mass is thus limited, and it is dedicated to embodying certain conventions ofpurpose
and procedure.

The dissertation is likely, under even the rvorst of circumstances, to exhibit
some unity of 

"otr""pt, 
owing to the 6ct that phcnomena havc been selected, an

inquiry conducted, and data organized in relation to the 'problem' 
which is the

core ofthe dissertation. But it is the rare disscrtation that does not fail when it comes
to uniry of address. 'Address'involves'a 

complex of Ectors - the strategy com-
pounded from both the consideration and the demonstration of the qucsrion; rhe
attitude towerd the subject of the work as well as toward its hypothetical readers

ristic
l n a
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the writer"s mind during thc act of composition);
which I mean the text and its condirion 

"r, 
pror.

Thc srategy ofconsideration in the dissertation is not only likely to bc acceptable,
but is often in the vanguard of its field with.resped ro -J;lr, varues, and objec_
tives' coherence of demonsrrarion, however, is usu"ny found wanting. lriost
dissertation directors doubtless are dcdicared chiefly - or 1, 1."r, .".n.rrly _ to the
education and the success of their students, but it is nonctheless true thar ofren the
writer is ncver permiaed to acr as a free agent, blessed with the abiliry to p....irr.
a condition of man or the world and trained to disclose it in a proGssional fashion.
Accordingly' alongside a virtuosity in thc use ofadvanced r..hrriqrr., ofdemonstra-
tion. he is often likely to cxhibit an unnarurar reriance ,rpor, ,ulh fupports as the
*itfuJhedgc, the evasive footnotc, and the demonstrario., ofnhu inconsequential or
tbe obvious' The example of a recent dissertation of morc than ordinary interest
will demonstrate this point. In the contexr oFa fresh and insighful study ofa cerrain
people, the writer ofthc dissertation, when ir came ro th. pjr,, where he wished towrite of their religion, was reguired to go back throughih. lit.."ture, rcviewing
all the attitudes of anthropologists ,oo,"rd religion in"g.n.."l before he was free
to make his own points. This is nor an extreme case. The experiences of mauy
editors will provide additional instances wherc ir has appear.d th"t the writer of the
dlssertation felt he had to demonstrare the obvious b.i; he could invoke rhe con*
cepts whose existencc clcarly implied thc basic 6cts or earlicr work. Let the disserta-
tion writer beware who abandons his prerogatives ofchoice to somcone clse. Even
the noblest research director tn"y purh 

" 
,,ird.o, into digging 

"boot 
io recondite

corners of the area of his own concem. To abdicat. or.'i-r.rionsibility of choice
ro another risks thc failure to achieve probity. The student^6.., fo, a rime the
opportuniry to choose what he wiII write; at some point hc arrives at the best of all
motives, which is to say that he wanrs to write on a-given subject becauseit is signi
ficant; the failure ro seize this chancc and instead ,oi., pr.rr,r'r.r'of ti*. o, pol.,
cocrce him inro a projcct because it is easy or because ,oirr"or,. clsc wants it is in all
probabiliry to deliver himselfand his wo:k over ro a poverty ofpertinence.

Attitude roward subjcct, which is also a funcion of ,roity, .rr"'ri., gr."rly in the
dissertation - whether bccause the subject itself is trivial, o, b.."or. the wrirer,s
relationship to it is. In a book the writcr is more likely freeto go where inreresr and
the log.ic of inquiry take him. To the cxrenr th"r tir" disserition-wrirer may be
coerced into alien directions, to that same cxrenr is his interest likely to flag 

"oi 
hi,

anitude toward the subjec to fuctuare. Fufther, it is sometimes dificuf for the
dissertation-writer to visualizethat hyporhetical and ideal reader whom, in thc full-
nes of his pertincncc and intcllectual originaliry, he ought to address. Instead, hc

(who should be ever present in
and the surfice of the book, by
continuum.



is cvcr aware of his ail too certain actual readers - his committee. He must write for

them, a rninimal and often - in any real sense - his least important audience . \

In the dissertarion again, as for that matter is true in the bad book as well, unity

is often violated with respect to surface, notably in thc level of discourse, the level

of diction, and the level of rhetoric. It is the mastery of thesc which further dis-

tinguishes the writer who can write from the one who cannot, and the dissertation

from the good book. For the best writers, these sur6ces require little atention; for

the worsr, little attenrion is possible. But for the majority ofwriters, who are placed

between rhese two poles, assiduous reworking, whether alone or with the help of

an editor, will induce such unity.

** In the book responsibility is rcfected in that intellectual attitude which respects

both thc thesis, treating it ever seriously, and the spirit of inquiry whose sole

interest is to disclose all relcvant analysis and synthesis. Dissertations frequently

cither rcgard the thesis with a seriousness it may not merit, which is a kind of intel-

lectual sentimentality, or, more rarely, undcrvaltrc the proposition, betraying

rynicism.
It is in the adeguacy and clariry of de monsradon, which are functions ofresponsi-

bility, that most writers of dissertations fall into serious and often terminal error.

In the dissertation phenomena may be overanalyzed, underanalyzed, inappro-

priately analyzed, and irrelevantly analyzed. This last error eventuates frorn the

misapprehension of thc nature of the thesis, and is not as uncommon as one might

suspecr. And while clarity of inguiry is largely a function of posidve and creative

solutions, it is also an indcpendent quality of mind that abhors cant and abjures

passing fashions in the disciplines.

There are other traits which, while they do not inevitably characterize the book,

almost never mark the dissertation. They may bc considered secondary character-

istics ofthc book. The most notable member ofthis secondary cluster is what I shall

call the presumprion of authority. The n'riter of the book and the writer of the

diss.rt"tion both h"'rre sought to master the facts of oue area of human concern. But

rhe ffcatment ofthe data is markedly different in the book from that in the disserta-

tion. The *'rirer of thedissertation is tyrannized both by his facts and by his discip-

line (alrhough the rise of interdisciplinary studies is somewhat ameliorating this

latter condition). The writer of the book, on the other hand, while respecting his

&ta, yet is liberated by thcm. He is at case with fac$, using thcm adroitly in support

of his argument. This difference in attitude, deriving from different initial estima-

tions ofone's rolc with respect to one's projcct, makes different cnd products. There

is no easy reckoning of the transfortnation when a writcr regards himselfas virtuoso

ofevidence, thesis, field, and expression. A corollary to the Presumption ofauthority

is the generation of frecdom to dcpart from slavish reliance upon the citation of the

23



flT;;1"nws 
ofpredecessors and to range crertivery and with.confidence over rhe

In the best books, 
.there 

deverops from this freedom a sense of urgenry whichscldom blcsses the dissertation. Iicomes also from the p*-g",rrr. arowed theauthor under sucl'imporanccorhi,;]":ilTilXffi i:*:'.JJ:.?*.*:trrT,',::IL:#$
characteristics that distinguish the book.

A third item in this cluster is the presumption of the value of the expression ofone's self when dcfining an idea, a l,rdgement, or a 6ct. At the samc time, rhispresumption entails the recognition of the ?riviiege of invoking and ;;;operative this value. ft s*esses recognition:fd: i-pJn rr.. of one,iscrf 
", 

gro*ifor one's views,'ihui opening to ,h. autho*t 
" 

oppo*oif ,o .ng"ge on thatvoyage of,sirntrltaneous sell-discovery and ph.ro-*on_discovery which provides
tbe foundation for his presumption oithe importance ofhis work and his presumo_
tion ofauthoriry. The implicit assumption inihc writing ,r" b;;k;;;;rt.;;;ir;
him-ylf 

l importanr 
]hc 

assumptiorx concerning thJwriter of a dissertation, itneed hardly be said, often-appear to run quite.orrrlry to this view. This presump_tion of the importancg of one's serf to the inquiry, besides having profound onto_logical implications,.has niore readiry 
"pp"r*, 

and exccediogly .r.r"oive conse_quences as well, for it permits the expression of the wrirer's oil, p.rro*liry in hisprose to the liinits ofhis ability to work in thc languige.

. I1- writing here about the worst dissertation 
"oJ 

th. best book. But nor all
lo*r, lot-everl 

all good books, are of the kind I t 
"t 

b".r, dir*rriog. while theboolc which is humane, which establishes a significant human conrexr, which inroundedness and credibiliry crcatcs a field of colnscious.r.r, -.*r.nding the reader,s
coruciousness by adroitly, trenchantry, and creadvery directing it toward newphenomcna or ro new perspectives on ord ones - is in myjudge*Jrrt rh. urJ.lt,
its number represents perhaps but-a small percentage orth.iooks pubrished eachyear. Most worlcs are either aimed in the same dire-ction as the bcst book, but arenotably deficient in some respects, or else they are of 

" 
qoir" iiff.r.o, sort. Thebook we have discussed so far is the rhesis bool;,There i, i;;, hl*"r"r, the non_

t[esis book, and many tcrminal graduare discourses are likely io b. ortH, type for
the plain reirson that it is in most iespeds an easier.kind oFp.Jj""t ro ,rrrd"rt"k..

Thc thesis book is primarily.r."iirr., esabrish.ing tr"",forr'.rrginariry of conceptand argument a position which has not previou-sry .*iit.d o? i, ,ro, generallyaccepted. A non-thesis book, on the other hlnd, is.onr"o, to d.r"rib" o. rl.*pt"ii. .that which already exists. Non-thesis books are exemplified by some archaeological
srudies and certain histories and biographies, whicri 

".. 
int.nd.a ro do no morethan record the verifiable events of the life ofa period ,. of;;;;. Now we know



,

as a matter of fact rhat no presentarion of history or biography proceeds without
selection and that that selection invariably betrays the presence ofvalue as a principle
of selection. This value is a point of view. The non-thesis book therefore is one
which, while ir is indubitably wrinen from a point of view, yer exists witbin a,n
unguestioned intellectual tradition and does not specifically argue a case or offer
distinctivcly new or imporrantly modified poinm of view. The non-thesis book
is inherently conservative, and the non-thesis dissenation is the safest kind of
disscrtation to write.

The ontological nature of the non-thesis book is as unlike that of the thesis book
as a photograph of Cizanne is different frorn one of his self-ponraits. The non-
thesis book is a sketch or a profile of what incontestably exists; unlike the thesis
book, it does not have as its objective the cstablishmeft of an aspecr of reality.
The only strucfures the non-thesis book must incorporate are the immanent ones
of the phenomenon or process with which it is concerned, as these structures are
traditionally accepted ro be, within the author's own madition.-By definition,
therefore, there is unlikely to be any major disputation over rhe narure of those
structures or their interrelationships or their significance. This is not ro say that
there may not be scalding controversy ove{ the details as represented. But unless
the whole premise of observation is rejected by virtue of an opposing thesis, this
controversy is certain to be restricted to a gubstion ofthe adequacy or the reliability
ofthe account.

So much, then, for a brief overview of thc most striking in}erent differences
which disdnguish the book from the dissertation. But there are other disdnguishing
factors which are not inherent but which often - even though extraneous - have a
determining in-fluence upon the work, for they can be insidious and insistent. They
amount to a concerted power'*'hich often prevents the young scholar from pro-
ducing a book in his first extended job of professional writing. Wholly external ro
the writer, this power is the combined product of tradition, the naturc of graduate
education, and the role and personality of the dissertation director. Tradition
has it that rather than being the first act of the scholar, the dissertation is the lasr
act of the s$dent. The dissertation is viewed therefore as the work nor of a profes-
sional but of a pre-professional. Thus thc writer of the dissertarion is forced by
tradition to tesort to the writing of a form that is dysfunctional, because in rts
primitive form the dissertation will be read by few and because no publisher will
in all probabiliry considcr publishing it as it stands. At the same time, tradition
places a great value upon publication, with the result that the young writer finds
himselfcaught in.a vise between forces, being reguired to remain a srudenr, present-
ing what often amounts to'little morc than an underwrought and overextended
term paper for his dissertation, and at the same time being required to publish as a
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mcans of advancing his professional career. 
\

'The agcncy of tradition is the graduare school which, afrer the model of the rest
o{ 

$e 
university, treats rhe graduate student as srudenr. The graduatc school

rcldom conceives ofits scholars in any way profoundly differcnr from that in which
undergraduate schools thin-k of their {ieshm.., ,tud.rrtr. It thcrefore permits rhe
perpetuation of tradition by approving the research of a rivial proposition and its
incorporation into what, in the worrd of 'real' 

communication, can only be called
a dysfunctional form. we may considcr ourserves blcssed that rhere is, here and
there, somc evidence of the weakening of this system. At one university recently
thc sH.p. candidate, having bcen examined on Lis ,.r."*h, was discharg.d *iti
the degree promised and no dissenation reguired. He was irrtr,r.t.d rather, and
quite simply, to produce a boole bascd upon his research. The system that gcnerally
prevails, however, is but another in$ancc of the great p"ins American sociery mkes
to postpone the maturarion of its young.

There is every reason yhy'il this day of pu.p. overproduction, the requirement
to write a disscrtation should be dropped and the requiremenr to wrire a book
substitured. Such an action might impede nn.o. prod.r*ion, enrich scholarship,
i"ke young scholars in the seriJur r.rrr,, th. gr."t'-ajority of ,lr.- deserve, and
give 

-them 
early acquainrancc with thar viabll for* Jf .o-muqication they will

use throughout their pro8uctive'lives. There can be little doubt that this more
creative and wonhwhile use of human energics would constirute its own rcward.
In addition the economics of learned book lubfishing, which militate againsr the
publication of the dissertation owing to its negligiblJ market and the ,,rbr.q,r.n,
high costofpublication, would be affected, t belil"e for the betrer, in view of the
fact that labour would bc saved and better and more marketable works would
evcntuatc.

Under some circumstances,.such as the presence of an intellEi:tually imperialistic
director of research, one of the worst faults of the dissertation i, p..p.trated. In
the good dissertarion, as in the boolc, the gcnctic principles of the work,s growth arc
inherenr in thc field, the rhesis, the d"ta,1he inqui.y, and.bove all the i;r... n*
in the unfortunare circurnsrances provided by ih. 

"ggressive 
director, the genetic

principle is an external one. Instead of conducting ,.i.r..h after his own inreresrs
and in his own fashion, the student inves3igates iome -inor area of the rescarch
director's field of interest. His research th,r, L.co-.s but a foot*t. to the research
ofhis professor, and the sole achievement may well be onry rhat the senior man will
not have to conduct somc reseerch for which he himselfh"d littl. rime and perhaps
even little inclination. under such circumstances there is practically oo poiriuitiiy
ofa book, and the whole project ofthe dissertarion, orr". th. d.gr.. h* b.* gr"rr.d"
had best be brolcen down to some simple stage at which th. i"rt, may be scudied,
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reassembled, and permitted to grow after their own dictares, perhaps irrro j.r. o,
rwo PaPers. Incvitably and wastefully some large part of rhe work will have to be
abandoned.

If the writing of dissertations is to be discouraged and the writing of books
encouraged, it is obvious that profound changes must come abour in the requi.e_
ments for graduate degrees. The graduate schools must revise their idcas 

"nd.*p..-tations regarding that major u'riting project upon which the awarding ofthe deg.ee
in large melsure depends. Fufther, steps musr be taken to insurelh. .orrrj.r.
intellecuai freedom of the candidate, perhaps by distinguishing his research
director from his dissenation director. As an added stcp it *ight be well, as orten
as possible, to include a professional cditor as a full *.-b., of the candidate's
committee.

All that is wrong with graduate school wriring as it tends to be practised today
is symbolized by the existence and extraordinary popularity 

"f 
A hlanual JorW'riters oJTenn Pdpers, Theses, and Dissertations by Kate L. Turabian (Universit/of

Chicago Press). Whiie undeniably useful within its limited rerms, this manual.
in wide use ampng dissertation rvriters, makes no menrion of the fact rhat che
disscrtation is, or ought to be, a form of discourse. on the conrrary, sole attenrion
is given to the mechanics ofpresentation. That this is so reflects the st"unch prevaill
ing attitude toward the dissertation, namely that ir is not expecrcd that the joctor"l
rcsearch or the cxtended statement of thar research and its arguments wiil be of
conseguence. All that matters is that the work be written in a scrupulously rradi-
tional fashion. Foornotes, most ofren, the curse of the disscrtation as far .s rhe
publisher is conccrned (for they are overused to the point not only of vice, but,
'worse, to utter dependence of mind), are treated in thirty of the manual's ro3
Pages - an amount considerably greater than that directed ro any other topic. in
contrast, the discussion of the physical presentation of the body of the te*t i*.lf
is accomplished in rwelve pages. While on its own terms the manual is reliable
and beneficial, its existence withouc the concomitant existence of another manual
devoted to those vastly more important dimensions of the thesis in terms of its
naturc as an achicvement in extended and serious discourse is profoundly revealing.
The attentions of the rvriter must early be fixed upon the hu-"rr" 

".,d 
g.r..L

nature of the book as the consummate form of mature discourse.


