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T H E J E A N W E L Z E X H I B I T I O N

A N  A P P R E C I A T I O N  B Y  J O H N  F A S S L E R , B . A R C H .

The recent exhibition of the work of Jean W elz, held at the 

Henri Lidchi Gallery, Johannesburg, cannot pass w ithout com 

ment, for over-night as it were a new and im portant figure 

has been added  to the South A frican  world of Art. A  few 

years ago  I had the pleasure of m eeting M r. W elz. H e  was 

then an architectural draughtsm an em ployed in the firm of 

Emley and W i.liam son and engaged  in carrying out the new 

central block then building at the University of the W itw aters- 

rand. In the somewhat torrid atm osphere of a wood and iron 

hut that served as an office for the architectural staff, we 

discussed painting, sculpture and architecture whenever we 

met. It was apparent then from  what passed that M r. W e lz  

had enjoyed an extensive contact in Paris with contem porary 

French artists, architects and structural engineers. Picasso, Le 

Corbu sie r and Fressinet were more than mere names to him. 

H e  knew them personally, and from  a contact extending over 

a period of twelve years could follow with understanding what 

each was striving to achieve in his particular sphere. It is 

one thing to know artists through the medium of their work 

alone, but quite another to know them personally. The absence 

of personal contact sometimes has its advantages for who 

would not prefer to be spared the monumental snubs and 

unpleasantnesses of a Dr. Johnson. But to-day in a world 

where progressive artists and architects are regarded  generally 

as charlatans, personal contact consolidates one 's appreciation 

of their approach to their problems. It becom es unnecessary 

in other words to rely on the reports of unsympathetic inter

mediaries. M r. W e lz  had a rich fund of memories concerning 

the A rtist 's  Q uarte r of Paris. From his anecdotes it becam e 

possible to fill out the impressions of prom inent personalities 

gleaned from  various publications and reproductions of work. 

But M r. W e lz 's  appreciation then was not reserved for con

tem porary work alone. In com m on with true modern architects

he fully appreciated the cultural heritage man has accum u

lated during his 5,000 years of civilisation. Discussion would 

range freely over the vast canvas.

I rem em ber very well the occassion of the A b strac t A r t  

C ongre ss  held by the Departm ent of Arch itecture  at the 

University in 1937. Dr. M artienssen had collected a large 

number of reproductions covering the whole field o f modern 

painting. Mr. W e lz  was greatly excited by these and subse

quently wrote a foreword to the program m e entitled 

"  A b strac tion ." Perusing this again  after a lapse of years it 

is clear that M r. W e lz 's  outlook then form s the basis of his 

work to-day. A lthough  much of his work cannot be classed 

as abstract, yet the penetrating manner in which he views the 

world is the touchstone of the v igour and freshness he brings 

to A r t  in South Africa. H ere  a quotation from  the fo re 

word will be valuable. Conce rn ing  abstraction he says :

"  The attem pt to realise the work of man in im ages and 

abstract forms forces the artist into a greater effort towards 

concentration and wholesome meditation. W ho le som e  in the 

sense that it ob liges him to shun all routine, and that in the 

end it inevitably leads him towards the origin  of things : the 

word. It is, in fact, of great im portance to respect and 

realise the ' name ' appertain ing to a thing before under

taking the realisation of any of its forms or manifestations, or 

even show ing some correlation between these things. Every 

object has a ' name ' belonging to it, and whoever uses the 

' name ' carelessly effaces its contour d ay  by day  and loses the 

sense of its quality."

A  few years later M r. W e lz  was forced to abandon A rch i

tecture due to failing health and having a great deal of spare 

time, com m enced to draw  in earnest. H e  m oved to a small 

farm  on the border of the Karroo, and later settled near 

W orcester, C a p e  Province, where he lives and works to-day.
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To see his work for fhe first time as an artist, having known 

him as an architect, was an amazing experience. Am azing 

because the maturity and sureness of the exhibits illustrated 

the rap id ity of his developm ent over a very short period. Mr. 

W e lz  is a fine craftsman and colourist. H is pastel and pen 

and ink studies com bine a bold technique with a sureness of 

touch. There is evidence of "  concentration and wholesome 

meditation "  in all his work, particularly discernable in the 

studies of "T ra d o w  Pass," where pen and ink preliminaries 

becom e successively simpler to be synthesized in an interesting 

pastel study and line drawing. H is rich French background 

influences his work considerably. There are glim pses of Van 

G o g h  in "  The Dam  M ake r," of the cubist in "  C a m p  in

Stones," of Cezanne  in his still lifes, and of M atisse  in his line 

drawings. But nowhere does he follow slavishly the form of 

expression of any particular artist, always he attempts to dis

cover the "  origin  o f th ings." O n e  has the impression that 

the South A frican  scene inspires M r. W elz, and he brings to 

its interpretation a sensitive mind capable  of sorting out its 

complexity and presenting it in a manner which to me was an 

endless source o f delight.

I shall follow M r. W e lz 's  career as an artist in the future 

with considerable interest. If his health permits and he can 

maintain the developm ent shown by his first exhibition in 

Johannesburg, he will soon becom e one of South A fr ic a 's  most 

im portant painters.

The Frontispiece illustrates one of Mr. W e lz 's  earlier pen and ink studies : From the collection of P. S. A N E C K - H A H N .



T R A I N I N G A R C H I T E C T S F OR T H E F U T U R E

B y  L E O P O L D  A R N A U D ,  D e a n  o f  f h e  S c h o o l  o f  A r c h i t e c t u r e ,  C o l u m b i a  

U n i v e r s i t y ,  a n d  r e c e n t l y  n a m e d  W a r e  P r o f e s s o r  o f  A r c h i t e c t u r e .  H e  i s  

h e a d  o f  t h e  A s s o c i a t i o n  o f  C o l l e g i a t e  S c h o o l s  o f  A r c h i t e c t u r e .

The profession o f Architecture, as we have known it, no 

longer exists. But this qualified statement does not mean the 

profession is extinct, or that its future is sad or hopeless. The 

need for architecture and fo r those who produce it is as 

enduring as human society. This seem ingly trite assertion is 

to-day not generally accepted, and it is my conviction that 

it must be stoutly defended. There will be changes in nom en

clatures, problems, and conditions of practice. It is the role 

of the architect to be sufficiently clear-m inded to recognise 

the changes, and sufficiently flexible to devise methods for 

cop ing with them. This is a challenging prospect ; difficult 

but not d iscouraging.

The complete cessation o f private practice that we are 

witnessing to-day is impressive, but not surprising. The history 

of society is the history of architecture, and for the past three 

decades is has been grotesque ; war, boom, depression, war. 

This sequence of four varieties of chaos inevitably brought 

about the breakdown o f existing systems. During the depres

sion especially, it was obvious to the far-seeing that the day 

of patronage was done and that another system would take 

its place. The war has com pleted the transition with such 

rapid ity and completeness that we are still shocked by the 

crack-up. But with increasing realisation of the accom plished 

change, we must speculate about the future to prepare for if 

and mould it insofar as possible.

It can be assumed that in the post-war era the architect 

will build for a comm unity or group. Consequently, his client 

will not be an individual, and the architect will function as a 

m ember in a team of specialists. The problem  will be highly 

complex, because a group  of individuals or a large scale 

endeavour will be involved, and because technological

dem ands are develop ing continuously. These complexities will 

make the collaboration of specialists an absolute necessity.

Both the architect and the engineer will be am ong the 

members of the team, and they will have to learn that they 

must complement, not supplement, each other's work.

The role of engineer is to develop  the methods of structure. 

(The details o f his contribution cannot be explained in this 

short comment.) The role of the architect is to interpret the 

requirements of the problem s in terms of space and mass and 

structure, to interpret materials in terms of form, to co 

ordinate the functions of the various specialists, and, above 

all, to create a design that will fulfill all practical needs but 

that will at the same time mould utility and econom y into an 

esthetic com position. To do  this, the architect must have 

trained taste, and be endowed with sensitive perception and 

creative capacity. But he must also know the science of 

structure and the capacities of materials. H e  must have a 

good  measure of the engineer's training which, however, would 

not be an overlapping, but rather a com m on basis for the 

concerted efforts of these two specialists.

W h a t  can the schools do  to prepare professionals for this 

type of w ork?

W e  believe that the schools are already do ing a great deal. 

A  com parison with the past will prove it most dramatically.

Professional training should be based upon some general 

study ; general studies must be required therefore as a pre

liminary, or included in the curriculum. The extra-professional 

work should include a serious preparation in the sciences 

(mathematics, physics, chemistry) and some history, economics, 

sociology. The student should be fam iliar with the world—  

both scientific and human.
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H av in g  In mind that the future architect will be primarily 

a planner and co-ordinator, he should be developed acco rd 

ingly. Design  in all its potentialities should be the nucleus 

of the training. W h ile  learning to design, the student must 

learn how to study the specific requirements, social or techno

logical, of his problems, and he must be trained to collaborate 

not only with building specialists, but also with industrial 

technicians, sociologists, and a variety of civil authorities. The 

study of design  must also be integrated with courses in con

struction so that the student will have a practical (though 

not a specialised) knowledge of structure, materials, and 

mechanical equipment.

The schools, while primarily for architects, shou 'd  also p ro

vide for town planners, industrial designers, interior designers, 

landscape designers— specialists whose basic training is 

similar to that of the architects. By architects, I mean the 

men who will inherit and carry on our profession. But they 

may not be called by that name, as its continued use may 

be impracticable, im plying to the layman an outm oded form 

of practice. The present situation is highly significant. W h ile  

there is an urgent appeal for "  architectural-engineers "  and 

"  construction-draftsm en," the men in governm ent offices can-

R e p r i n t e d  f r o m  a n d  w i t h  a c k n o w l e d  

J u n e ,  1 9 4 2 ,  N e w  Y o r k .

T E M P L E  " C "  S E L I N U S  ®

not be made to understand that a large part of the war con

struction can best be done by the men who have architectural 

training and experience.

W hateve r the name, the profession is indispensable, and it 

must have its disciples. W e  cannot foresee in detail under 

what conditions they will function, but the changes in store 

for the architects are perhaps no more drastic than those 

that will come to the doctor, the lawyer, or the business man. 

But this is a challenge, not a cause for regret or defeatism. 

The profession has before it a thrilling future .

Building activity will be tremendous in scope, and for the 

very reason that the changes will be drastic and general, it 

should be a period of great creative fecundity. New  methods, 

new materials, new problems, new social and econom ic 

requirements ; not only a new era, but also a new physical 

world !

Those in intimate contact with youth can sense, in spite 

of a certain inevitable am out of restlessness and confusion, 

that the young generation understands the possibilities of the 

future, and faces them expectantly.

The young are not afraid, but the schools must fit them for 

the task !

m e n t s  t o  ' ' T h e  N e w  P E N C I L  P O I N T S

R e c o n s t r u c t i o n  b y  J E A N  H U L O T
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P Y R A M I D S  A T  A B O U S I R

H I G H - L I G H T S F R O M  S T U D E N T S ’ E S S A Y S

The Egyptian temples mere sacred to each individual, unlike the Creek who congregated in masses to Worship 
in the temples.

When the Egyptians used mood they covered it with duco.

A fter the monumental arch, for which they set the example, the greatest gift from the Egyptians was their 
system of decoration of all the sculptured types that they created.

The Egyptian nobles had statues of themselves carved out of the rocl( > hut the poorer classes did not have 
statues of themselves owing to their belief in being less important.

Paints were applied by a method of dislemperating.

Creek theatres, temples and public houses were their most important architectural achievements.

The temple and angora were the two places of activity in the Greek towns. The angora was a big open 
air theatre.
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The three orders are distinguished mainly by their columns.

They usually chose the site on the top of a hill and built in such a rvay that all could see and yet the temple 
would not be in the rvay of traffic.

The approach to the Parthenon is lined by two sculptured lions facing each other.

The temples had a characteristic approach, called the paepylaeo.

When seen from a vertical position, the Greek temple has no walls.

The most important of the Greek Temples is the Accropolis.

The Greeks sculptured from volcanic rocl( or poros and the model was usually done by mental conception and 
was nude.

The Temenos, which also consisted of columns, the top of which was divided into three sections, the pediment, 
which was uppermost, in the middle came the metaphe a nd at the top of the columns but below the melaphe 
Was the frieze, all these had their characteristic carvings on them.

F r o m  F i r s t - Y e a r  E s s a y s  o n  G r e e k  a n d  E g y p t i a n  A r t

T h e  P a r t h e n o n ,  s e e n  

f r o m  t h e  P r o p y l a e a  

(English Photographic Co., 

Athens)



C O R R E S P O N D E N C E

The Editors,

The South  A fr ican  A rch itectura l Record,

l l t h  July, 1942.

Sirs,

Two separate  letters on M r. Kan to row ich 's  paper, "  The M o de rn  

Theorists o f Planning, Le C orbusie r, Frank Lloyd W righ t, etc.," have 

filled or la rge ly  filled the co rre spondence  colum ns in two recent issues of 

your journal, and now I feel constra ined  to add  my quota  of words to the 

subject before it should be felt necessary to ap p end  an ed itoria l foo t

note "  This co rre spondence  is now c lo sed ." A  footnote  of this d e sc r ip 

tion, a lthough  quite com m on in the da ily  press, would, I believe, be an 

innovation  in your journal ; yet the adv isab ility  o f estab lish ing such a 

precedent m ight arise out of the consideration  o f the p roper subject- 

matter fitting to an arch itectural journal. To som e readers, portions 

of M r. Kanto row ich 's  paper and letter m ight seem to  be but rem otely 

connected with architecture, but I am g lad  that the ed itoria l b lue-pencil 

has so far been sparin g ly  used because  I think that the m atters raised 

by M r. Kantorow ich  bear greatly  on architecture. That is m y reason 

fo r writing this letter, I react to what I consider to be M r. Kanto row ich 's  

main contention  ; M rs. M artien ssen  quite evidently reacted to another 

of his contentions. A s  her en su ing letter is not w ithout v igour, expressing, 

a cco rd in g  to M r. Kantorow ich, a "  passionate and d o gm a t ic  attitude "  ; 

and as his reply is not, I think, always on "  a level of non-personal 

ob jectiv ity ," and as I claim  no particular p ropensity  fo r d ispassionate  

writing, another reason m igh t arise fo r the use o f an editorial footnote. 

This letter will no doub t deve lop  into a statem ent of my personal views, 

which, while expressing d isagreem ent with M r. Kantorow ich 's, will not 

always concur with those of M rs. M artienssen.

It will be noticed that I have a lready  in troduced  a personal note, 

and lacking the attributed guile of M rs. M a rtien ssen 's  "  d eb a t in g  tech 

n ique ," I confess that I have done it de liberate ly  ; for it is on this 

g rou n d — the validness of persona lity— that I wish to contend with M r. 

Kantorow ich. To look to the first p a ragra ph  o f his paper, which contains 

his premise, "  it is not the form s of m an 's consciousness that determ ine 

the form s of his social being, but on the contrary  the form s of his social 

be ing  that determ ine the form s of his consciou sness." W ith o u t  doub t 

M r. Kantorow ich stands by the expressed postulate, fo r he later gives 

it m ore succinctly in his p aper ; but I g ive  an extract in which it is aga in  

recapitu lated  in his letter : "  M a n 's  consciousness is determ ined by his 

social b e in g ." W h a t  determ ines his social be ing  ?  The p roductive  forces 

of society, and the p roductive  relationships engendered  by them. Thus 

man is a social product, not a p rod uc t of external consciousness. This 

is true of his ideas— even of his "  great id e a s." The postu late is 

o f the utm ost im portance  to M r. K anto row ich 's  thesis, fo r if it is not a 

true statem ent o f fac t his whole ph ilo soph ica l position is underm ined 

and at least one of his "  ideals "  only hinted at in his letter rendered 

unatta inab le  on the course he would follow. The statem ent expresses 

less than a halftruth. How ever, as I have no wish to im ply that his thought

runs in an unnecessarily narrow  groove, I shall fo llow  its deve lopm ent 

in two more extracts: "  In the long run the deve lopm ent o f society is 

determ ined not by the wishes o f ou tstand ing  ind iv iduals, but by the 

deve lopm ent of the m aterial cond it ions o f existing society  . . . O u t 

stand ing  ind iv idua ls m ay becom e nonentities if their ideas and wishes 

run counter to the econom ic deve lopm ent of society, to the needs of

the fo rem ost class "  ; and further on : "  the character of an ind iv idua l

m ay becom e a factor in social deve lopm en t on ly where, when, and to 

the extent that social relations perm it." These latter citations which 

are pre sum ab ly  given by M r. Kantorow ich  to make clear "  the m aterialist

attitude ," serve not on ly to qua lify  but also to m od ify  the earlier d o g 

m atic assertion. Ye t even the last citation— from  the authoritative  if oft 

critic ised  theorist of Marxism , P lekhanov— contains no more than half 

the truth.

If M r. Kantorow ich were to study the teach ings of those whom he calls 

the "  g rea t m ystics," "  Buddha, Jesus, Laotze . . . ." and G a d d  M o h a m 

med, and then to study objective ly  the subsequent h istory o f Europe, 

A s ia  and N orthern  A fr ica , he m igh t have cause  to retract m ost of 

what he says or quotes. I think that M r. Kantorow ich  will adm it that 

scientific deve lopm ent has som e bearing on p roductive  forces, but (or 

one so "  sc ientific," he seems strange ly  unaware of the causes of g reat 

advances in science. Progress in science has been, and is, due to the 

advent of "  ou tstand ing  in d iv idua ls," such as C o p e  nicus, Gallileo, N e w 

ton and Einstein ; their concep tive  faculties have enab led  science to rise 

from  the trough s up on to the crests ; have done what lesser men and 

"  p roductive  fo rces "  could not do, lifted it out of the ep icyc lic  states 

into which it has repeated ly  fallen. To a rgue  that they have not 

ultim ately affected "  socia l re lationships "  would be as absurd  as to hold 

that they were not in turn d ependen t on the techn ica l facilitie s o f their 

respective ages. I credited  M r. Kantorow ich  with g iv in g  half the truth. 

A s  M rs. M artien ssen  and M r. Kantorow ich  seem to d isag ree  on the 

m easure of a particular m an 's  greatness, I shall refer to a ph ilosoph ica l 

p aper by W illiam  Jam es, which is entitled "  G re a t  M e n  and their 

Env ironm ent," and in so d o in g  g ive  som e illustration o f another and 

more balanced po in t of view than that adop ted  by M r. Kantorow ich. A  

first quotation  from  the Everym an 's  ed ition  o f Jam es ' works : "  O u r  

prob lem  is : W h a t  are the causes that make com m unities ch an ge  from  

generation  to generation  . . . .  ' I  shall reply to this prob lem .' The 

d ifference is due to accum u lated  influences o f ind iv iduals, o f their 

examples, their in itiatives and their dec is ion s . . N ow  Jam es was 

also a shrewd and perceptive  psychologist, though  M r. Kantorow ich 

would p rob ab ly  refer to his work in the same derisive terms as he uses 

in reference to the more recent "  g o d s  "  o f "  p sycho-ana lysis," Freud, 

A d le r  and Jung. N everthe less derision  is often a poo r yardstick, and 

so to g ive  another extract : "  The causes of p roduction  o f g reat men 

lie in a sphere wholly inaccessib le  to the social ph ilosopher. H e  must 

s im ply accep t gen iu ses as data . . . "  The M arx ists also class James, 

toge the r with Dew ey— I am unacqua in ted  with the works o f the latter—  

as ph ilosophers of "m o n o p o ly -ca p ita lism " under the head ing  of " p r a g 

m atists." But a label is not always a g o o d  ind ication  o f the go o d s  it
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designates, and so to continue : "T h e  fe rm entative influence o f gen iu s 

m ust be adm itted  as, at any rate, one factor in the ch an ges that con 

stitute socia l evolution. The com m unity  m ay evolve in m any ways. The 

acc identa l presence o f this o r that ferm ent dec ides in which way it 

shall evo lve ." A n d  : "  S p o ra d ic  great men com e everywhere. But fo r a 

com m unity to  ge t  v ib ra tin g  th rough  and through  with intensely active 

life, m any geniu ses com ing  toge the r and in rap id  succession  are required. 

This is why great epochs are so rare— why the sudden  b loom  of G reece, 

an early Rome, a Renaissance, is such a mystery. Blow m ust follow 

blow so fast that no co o lin g  can occu r in the intervals. Then the 

mass of the nation grow s incandescent, and m ay continue to glow  by 

pure inertia long after the in itiato rs of its internal m ovem ent have 

passed aw ay ." A n d  : "  Now , the im portan t th ing to notice is that 

what makes a certain  gen iu s  now in com patib le  with his su rround ings is 

usually the fact that som e previous gen iu s of a different strain has 

w arped the com m unity aw ay from  the sphere of his possib le  effective

ness. A fte r  Voltaire, no Peter the Herm it, after . . ." O n e  m ight 

add  that after M r.  Kantorow ich  had had his way, no men w ithout 

blinkers, to stop them g lanc in g  from  the "  historical "  road at other, 

h igher or lower, possib le  paths. That is the m ean ing o f M r. K an to ro 

w ich 's  into lerant attitude to anyth ing which is not "  m aterialist."

•

It would seem  that the matter is not as sim ple as M r. Kantorow ich  

would have ; that, in fact, in the op in ion  of one ph ilosopher, the in d iv i

dual has a determ ined effect on the course o f socia l evolution. True 

"  social re la t io n s "  have a cond it ion in g  effect on the influence of 

"o u tstan d in g  in d iv id ua ls," but the changes in "so c ia l re la tions" are 

"  due to  the accum ulated  influences o f ind iv idua ls." There is another 

in fe rence to be drawn from  Jam es, and  that is to be derived  from,

"  The causes o f the p roduction  o f g rea t men lie in a sphere wholly 

inaccessib le  to the socia l ph ilo sopher." The study of the "  causes " 

m igh t fall w ithin the p rov ince  of p sychology, in which, toge the r with 

"co n sc iou sn e ss," the root causes are guessed  at, but not known; they 

m ust at present be accep ted  as "d a ta . "  M y  conclusion  is that "so c ia l 

b e in g "  m ight cond ition, but does not determ ine "m a n 's  consciou sness," 

and the extent of the co nd it ion in g  d ep e nd s on the man. G re a t  men 

are apt to make their own laws, which is one reason why the average  

person is inclined to be susp ic ious of them.

•

"S p o ra d ic  g rea t men com e everyw here . . ." M rs. M artien ssen  s con 

tention  that Le C o rb u s ie r  "s tan d s  a lo ne " m ight be correct. H a s  he been 

a "fe rm en tative  in flu e n c e "?  That is not den ied  by M r. Kantorow ich, 

who credits him with "u n d o u b te d  geniu s.” D isag reem ent arises on the 

extent o f his in fluence— and it is as well to include Frank L loyd  W r ig h t  

in such a consideration. If then Le C o b u s ie r  and  Frank L loyd  W r ig h t  

are men o f va ry in g  d egrees of greatness, it should  be possible to trace 

their in fluence in the world of architecture. M rs. M artien ssen  has ab ly  

de fen d ed  Le Corbusie r, and I shall on ly add  that his in fluence m ay 

be seen w ithout ever leav ing Johanne sbu rg . A  drive round the 

suburbs too  will leave no d ou b t as to the influence of W r ig h t  on our 

dom estic  arch itecture— and I am not thinking on ly of the more obv ious 

derivations.
W h a t  the in fluence of la rge r w indows or cleaner room s has on the 

dwellers and  ultim ately on "so c ia l re lations," I shall not attem pt to trace

in this letter. W h e the r or not the "c o m m u n ity " has been "w a rp e d "  from  

"the  sp h e re " o f Le C o rb u s ie r  or W r ig h t;  or whether or not they m ight 

respective ly warp each other 's  field, I shall on ly a sk ? I have other 

points o f issue with M r. Kantorow ich, which still have to be covered. 

It is sufficient to juxtapose two o f M r. Kantorow ich  s statem ents: That

is the 't ra g e d y ......... Instead his life work m ust end in paper-ach itectu re ,"

and, "T he re  is m uch in Le C o rb u s ie r 's  work that will be o f inestim able 

va lue  to the ach itecture  o f the future . . . C a n  it not be conc luded  

from  the second  statem ent that "the  arch itecture o f the fu tu re " will be 

different from  what it m ight otherw ise have been, because of Le 

C o rb u s ie r 's  "p ap e r-a rch ite ctu re ." Is the " t ra g e d y  of Le C o rb u s ie r  so 

g rea t then, when he is pa id  a com plim ent that could  not be paid  to one 

in a thousand  a rch ite cts? In rega rd  to M r. Kan to row ich 's  assertion that 

the genius of Le C o rb u s ie r  has turned in on itself, it is necessary to 

juxtapose som e more of M r. Kantorow ich  s statem ents ab ou t Le C o r 

busier, and they are: H e  shows a d istinct trend to the Fascist camp, 

and, "la tte r ly  he has even retreated from  paper-arch itecture  to be ing  a 

cloistered painter in his stud io ." Is a "c lo iste red  p a in te r" necessarily a 

Fascist, or has som eth ing occurred  to stop  the a lleged  trend ?  It is 

strange  that "L e  C o rb u s ie r  (C h a rle s  Edouard  J e a n n e re t ) " has always 

s ign ed  his pa intings, Jeanneret; in fact, I understand that he has 

painted  all his life. The d e roga to ry  reference to "p a in te r "  is to be 

expected  from  one who looks on art as be ing "sup ra stru c tu ra l" and not 

as an essential part o f the structure of life. "T he  final step  towards 

Fascism  can clearly be recogn ised  . . .  is M r. Kantorow ich  s assertion 

in reference to W r ig h t;  " a  d istinct trend to the Fascist cam p,” his 

contention  re ga rd in g  Le C o rb u sie r. Ye t the fo rm er de s ign s fo r the 

"D isa p p e a r in g  C it y , "  the latter d e s ign s the "su p e r-c ity ." M r. K an 

torow ich, if not contradictory, is at least abstruse. Is M r. Kanto row ich 's  

contention  that all th in gs are useful to  a Fascist society; therefore 

anyone  who design s anyth ing o f use to a Fascist socie ty  is a Fascist 

or a "F a sc is t  in t r e n d " ?

The corollary, it would seem, is that anyone who des ign s anyth ing 

that is a ccep ted  in M o sc o w  is on the d irect line of social d eve lop 

m ent," and on this point M r. Kantorow ich  m igh t seem equally abstruse : 

"  Re leasing him from  these limitations, the Sovie ts expected a real 

flow ering o f Le C o rb u s ie r 's  g reat g ifts . . . W h y  did he reply with the 

Ville R ad ieuse  plan, an abstract plan, which m ight have been presented 

fo r London, Paris, Buenos A ires, N ew  York, C a lcu tta  or B loem fontein, or 

fo r nowhere in p a r t ic u la r ? "  C o m p a re  the ab ove  extract with this from  his 

essay: " H e  has p roduced  plans fo r num erous cities, fo r Paris, A lg ie rs  

(there are three separate  schem es fo r the latter), Barcelona, M oscow , A n t 

werp, Buenos A ires, to name only som e of t h e m . . .  and: A ll exhibit Le 

C o rb u s ie r 's  im m ense creative im agination, a lthough  som e o f the schem es 

(n o tab ly  A lg ie rs, where hom es are grou p ed  in the v iaduc t of an elevated 

highway, and Buenos A ires, where the business centre floats in the Plate 

R iver bay) are as fan tastic  as they are undoub ted ly  in gen ious." Le 

C o rb usie r, a man who went to the troub le of d e s ign in g  three separate 

schem es fo r one city, who— whatever the op in ion  on the "fan ta st ic  

exercised his im ag ination  to plan each particu lar city fo r its setting, 

fo r that is the m ean ing o f the "veh icu la r  v ia d u c t " and "f lo a t in g  business 

ce n tre "— we are assured rep lied  with a "m echan ica l abstraction  fo r 

M o scow . O n e  m ust conc lude  that either Le C o rb u s ie r  does not possess 

"u n d o u b te d  gen iu s," or that M rs. M a rtien ssen 's  contention  that Russia 

"h a d  not reached the state to accept m odern p lan n ing ," is correct, or
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that the Sovie ts were not as "b ro a d m in d e d "  as M r. Kantorow ich  would 

have us believe. The first possib ility  m ay or m ay not be correct, and 

I do not p ropose  to d iscuss the other two, because  I do ro t  know enough  

about the circum stances to do  so. M rs. M artienssen, it seem s to me, 

preserves a better sense o f balance, fo r she does not d isp a ra ge  the 

Soviets. M r. Kantorow ich, in his anxiety to deride  Le Corbusie r, d ra gs 

in B loem fontein, a town o f about 50,000 people, as a possib le  ap p lic a 

tion fo r Ville Radieuse, d e s ign ed  fo r 3,000,000 inhabitants. In his 

penchant fo r exaggeration, he makes himself rid iculous, not Le C o r 

busier. I note, too, that both M rs. M artien ssen— adm itted ly  so— and M r. 

Kantorow ich argue  la rge ly  on supposition . The latter m ay not, but 

the reasons he give s fo r the Sov ie ts ' rejection of the "p la n "  are not 

docum ented. I p ropose, however, to devote  a p a rag ra ph  or two to

supposition ; to cons ide rin g  som e more points that arise out o f the 

"the sis," which M r. Kantorow ich  has "d ra w n ." " I  have drawn a thesis 

from  these two figures ( Le C o rb u s ie r  and Frank L loyd  W r ig h t ) , "  he 

states, "show in g  their unity of ph ilo soph ica l standpo in t desp ite  their 

an tagon ist ic  ap pearance  in p ractice ." It seem s to me, after read ing  

his paper and letter more than once, that "th e s is "  is too  short a word, 

and that hypothesis would more aptly describe  what has been "d ra w n ." 

"U to p ia n ism " m ay or m ay not be the "k e y "  to the sim ilarity between 

those two (Le  C o rb u s ie r  and W r ig h t ) , "  but surely "U to p ia n ism "  results 

from  a "p h ilo sop h ica l s tan d p o in t" and is not the standpo in t  itself; and 

acco rd in g  to M r. Kantorow ich  Le C o rb u s ie r  "a d o p te d  a 'g e om etr ica l ' 

a p p ro a ch " and W r ig h t  "see s h isto ry " in terms of "c a v e  dwellers and 

w andering tribe s."

•

M y  own opinion, based not on M r. Kan to row ich 's  in terpretation  but 

on som e read ing  o f the works of Le C o rb u s ie r  and W r ig h t  is that 

their "p h ilo sop h ica l s tan d po in ts " differ considerab ly , desp ite  a sim ilar 

"b o u rg e o is "  background. The latter is in som e respects alm ost Rom an 

in his cult of the earth, his is a belief in the o rgan ic— and o rgan ic  for 

him m eans natural with few, if any, ph ilo soph ica l trim m ings. The former, 

on the other hand, is a m odern European  im bued with a strong intel

lectual bond to ancient G reece . Therefore the expression "o rg a n ic  

a rch ite ctu re "— a term  quite often seen in this journal— should be used 

with d iscrim ination  in relation to the respective works of Le C o rb u s ie r  

and W r ig h t ;  in reference to the works of the form er it m ight connote 

a quality of intellectual organ isation, and to those o f the latter a quality 

o f looser organ isation, in harm ony— on W r ig h t 's  theory— with the form s 

o f Nature. W r ig h t  tends to sub jugate  arch itecture to N a tu re  and Le 

C o rb u s ie r  to com plem ent arch itecture with Nature . It m ay be that 

Le C o rb u s ie r  is im bued too  little with the spirit o f Nature, and W r ig h t  

too m uch— both criticism s are im plic it in M r. Kan to row ich 's  paper. 

The respective attitudes are not, however, the result o f a com m on 

"p h ilo sop h ica l s tand po in t," but are p ro b ab ly  due to environmental, 

em otional and intellectual differences. I am surprised  that M r. K an to ro 

wich, who is so obsessed  with the m aterial aspect o f life, has not drawn 

attention to the d ifferences in environm ent between the Am erican  

M id -W e s t  and Switzerland.

O n  the other hand, I agree  with M r. Kantorow ich  in his defence of 

W r ig h t  aga inst the d e ro g a to ry  im plication  of M rs. M a rtien ssen 's  remark. 

H e  does hold an "e steem ed  p lace in the arch itectura l p ro fe ss io n "— as 

witness his reception  in Eng land  in 1939, and his work is of sign ificance;

yet I think that Le C o rb u s ie r  is by far the greater architect. M y  reason 

fo r say ing  so is that while I accord  to each an equal deg ree  o f intuition, 

it seems to me that Le C o rb u s ie r  has the more brilliant brain. That 

is one reason why peop le  find his cities d isq u ie ting ; they are, whether 

liked or disliked, com plete works of art, no add it ion  or subtraction  to 

o r from  a city of his could  im prove it. C onsequently , if it is desired 

to criticise his work, the criticism  must be d irected  not at the in te 

gration  but at the em bracem ent of his art. M r. Kantorow ich  seems to

realise this, and had he concentrated  more on the work and less on the 

acqua in tances of Le C orbusie r, he m ight have been able to p roduce 

som e valid  criticism — for one who would d e roga te  "co n sc io u sn e ss" to the 

determ ination  of "so c ia l re la tions," M r. Kantorow ich  is su rp ris in g ly  prone 

to a rgue  in terms of personalities. It is to be noted that a lthough  he 

felt com pelled  to reply to M rs. M a rtien ssen ’s trenchant criticism  of 

his paper, he la rge ly  confines his rep ly  to the personal and political and 

ignore s a pertinent passage, o f which an extract reads: " H e  does not 

like Le C o rb u s ie r 's  pra ise o f geom etry, though  he aga in  offers no reason 

for his dislike . . . Ye t when Le C o rb u s ie r  explains any conclusion  on 

hum anitarian  grounds, this provokes even more frenzy from  M r. Kan to ro 

wich. A n d  all this time M r. Kantorow ich  offers not one word of ex

p lanation  of the respect in which Le C o rb u s ie r  m anifests his inhum an

ity . . ." The charge  o f inhum anity aga in st  Le C o rb u s ie r  is o f course 

bound  up with the stress he lays upon geom etry. If geom etrica l re la

tions are not intrinsic in the structure of the universe and ge om etry  is 

m erely a useful m eans dev ised  by man to establish som e ap p a re nt o rder 

in the world, then an arch itecture which stresses the geom etrica l must 

in the nature of th ings tend to be inhuman, because  it is based  on

the merest abstraction, on "m isp la ce d  conc re te ne ss"— to borrow  a term 

from  W h itehead . If, on the other hand, geom etrica l re lations are a 

necessary cond it ion  of the existence of the universe, then there is nothing 

inhum an in man as an appercep tive  b e ing  becom in g  increasin g ly  aware 

o f these relations. I wish to return to a further consideration  o f W righ t, 

but before  d o in g  so would refer to two or three in teresting chapters on 

geom etry  in Dr. A . N. W h ite h e a d 's  book, "P roce ss  and R ea lity."

•

There is not, I think, in W r ig h t s  work— at least in the Broadacres

schem e— that sam e sense of com pletion, which is to be found  in the 

d e s ign s o f Le C o rb usie r. W h e th e r  or not, either a rch itect 's  conception  

of the city a ccord s with the tenets of socialism  or com m unism , I do not 

know. I have heard two conflic ting views: Firstly, a lecturer— seem ing ly  

with a strong socia list b ias— who a rgued  m ost skilfully that on ly a

socia list society could  and would build a Le C o rb u s ie r  city; he was

taken to task at the sam e Town P lanning C o n g re s s  by a speaker— a

learned Marxist, I was subsequently  to ld— who a rgued  that the b ig

city was a p rod uc t of cap ita lism  and that the future lay in som e such 

conception  as the "u n ity  of town and co u n try " to which M r. K an to ro 

wich refers. A s  M r. Kantorow ich quite evidently fo llows the M arx ist 

line, it m ight seem surp rising that he does not pay m ore attention to 

the "decen tra lisa tion  theories of W r ig h t . "  It m ight be that he respects 

the d ictum  o f Enge ls ' conta ined  in the "H o u s in g  Q u e st io n , " which 

warns aga in st  specu lation  on the exact form s of living in the future

society. M o re  p ro b ab ly  he not only pays obe isance  to Enge ls ' d ictum —  

part of the M arx ist d ogm a, but also respects the theory which holds that 

the classless society  is p re ceded  by a period  of socialism , which conta ins 

certain elem ents of cap ita lism  and is strong in the organ isa tion  of the 

State. This transitional state therefore bears certain resem blances to a
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cap ita list ic  state— at h igher level, it is held, hence M r. Kanto row ich 's  

a ccep tance  of the city and also his reference to W r ig h t 's  rem ark that 

M o sc o w  would becom e "the  m ost beautifu l city in the w orld ." W r ig h t  

in his "S u lg ra v e  M a n o r  Lectures," m ade much the sam e claim  in regard  

to C h ic a g o — an equ ivoca l attitude tow ards e rga toc racy  and d em ocracy  

and/o r p lutocracy, which m ight make M r. Kantorow ich  feel that his 

a ttribution  o f a "c ra ck p o t  th e o ry " to W r ig h t  is justified. I note the 

possib ly  p rophe tic  utterance in M r.  Kan to row ich 's  letter to "o n e  of 

your read e rs" and hope to see the M o scow  schem e in print, fo r I do  not 

d ou b t that a serious attem pt to plan a better city would not be a 

great im provem ent on the city as it exists. But to revert to W r ig h i,

I cannot help fee ling  that he is unjustly m aligned  and perverse ly m is

understood  by M r. Kantorow ich. M u ch  p lay is had by M r. K an to ro 

wich with a "s tan d a rd ised  p r iv y "  which is p re sum ab ly  a unit o f a 

standard ised  house that has been suggested  by W r igh t.  Neverthe less 

the fact rem ains that a schem e in which pre -fab ricated  houses were 

assem bled by the owners was ad op ted  in Stockholm  som e years ago. 

In the ligh t  o f M r. Kan to row ich 's  p ro fessed  "id e a ls , "  I should  not have 

though t that his "C r it ic ism  and Eva lu a t ion " would have been la rge ly  

confined  to the limits o f a m ost necessary cubicle. There is, it is true, 

som e im plied criticism  o f W r ig h t 's  econom ics, but it is d isap p o in tin g  

from  one who considers him self to be in the position  to stigm atise  a 

chap te r by Le C o rb u s ie r  on "F in an ce  and Realisation, as a pathetic 

a p o lo g y . "  It is not possib le  that the "m yst ic  v e rb ia g e "  o f W r ig h t  as 

well as the "g e o m e t ry "  of Le C o rb u s ie r  m ight contain  a "g e rm "  of 

truth. M o st  theories on tow np lann ing since the advent o f Ebenezer 

H ow a rd  have attached much im portance  to parklands and p lay ing 

fields within and w ithout the town or city. W e lw yn  G a rd e n  C ity , which 

it d irectly  derived  from  the theories of H ow a rd  apart from  park

land, also em braces an agricu ltu ra l belt, yet som e agricu ltu rists in 

Britain advoca te  the allocation  of a green-be lt round urban areas in 

o rde r to protect the rural husband ry  from  the d ep red a tion s o f the 

townsm an. A s  som e m odern industrial housing  schem es have found  it 

necessary to in troduce housing m anagers or m anageresses to educate 

the inhab itan ts to better m odes o f living, the farm ers ' contention  must 

have som e basis in fact. The adm itted  ad van tage  of having  housing 

m anagers is also an adm ission  o f degradation , which if not com plete 

is at least incipient.

M r. Kantorow ich, as I suggested , has more than a mite of 

righ t in som e o f his contentions. But is he righ t in d ism issing the 

theoretica l and practica l works of Frank Lloyd  W r ig h t  so glib ly. 

W r ig h t 's  belief is that man should  have contact with the soil; o rd ina ry  

agricu ltu re  is part o f the daily round at his Taliesen. In stressing the 

need of agricu ltu re  in a ba lanced  life fo r man, he is not alone, and 

is, in fact, in the com p an y  o f a writer of the d istinction  o f H . J. 

M a ssingh am . In com b in in g  theoretical tra in ing  with practica l farm ing,

he can look to a p recedent in the fourth  century, if I rem em ber rightly, 

when St. Bened ict founded  his o rder of monks. Surely M r. Kantorow ich  

is n od d ing  when in referring to W r ig h t 's  plan of Broadacres he writes 

of the "p o o r  m an 's  w ork " be ing "d ecen tra lised  10 miles off," and later 

app lie s the stigm a of "sub s isten ce  fa rm in g " to the same schem e. To

m y m ind the fault with the Broadacres plan is that it is not possible,

at an acre per fam ily, to p lace  the worker within ten miles of his work 

under the contem porary  need of industrial business or bureaucratic  con 

centration. C ritic ism  in regard  to space  must in South  A fr ic a  be rep laced  

by criticism  in regard  to the cost o f running a car in this country.

A n o th e r  criticism  is the loss o f com m unity in such a schem e. A ssum ing  

that it is not possib le  to decentra lise  industry, business or bureaucracy, 

to the extent necessary fo r the fulfilm ent of W r ig h t 's  plans, and that 

peop le  continue to interpret g o o d  living standards in terms o f m anu

factured goods, is there noth ing to be ga ine d  from  W r ig h t ?  Is it 

possible that som e go o d  m ight be served by pay in g  at least as much 

attention to his stress on agricu ltu re  as to his em phasis on e a ve s?  Small 

plots are genera lly  considered  to be desirab le  am enities in housing 

schem es; and if vegetables, why not live stock? C o u ld  not som e o f the 

acres of parkland which are considered  so desirab le  in " id e a l"  plans 

be used as farm ing  la n d ?  N o t  every man is a W o rd sw orth  or a 

C on stab le . It is p ro b ab le  that m any men m ight prefer to have more 

than the interest o f a land scape  ga rden  or an exercising pad d ock  in 

the land abou t them. W e re  such a schem e possible, it m ight help 

to restore som eth ing of the lost ba lance  to an industrial worker's life. 

In a co -operative  h ob b y  o f this descrip tion  there would be difficulties 

ra n g in g  from  the equ itab le  d istribution  of extra milk to the und ivided  

share in a milch cow— yet the ind iv idua l fancie r m ight still be able to 

cross a strain in acco rdance  with his own pel- theory. There is also the 

conso lin g  though t that m any peop le  prefer their milk bottled in the 

com parative  quiet o f an entirely urban setting.

In dw elling at som e length  on this problem  of ba lanced  living, I am 

not on ly su gge stin g  that every man has not an artist 's detachm ent or 

an ath lete 's app lication, but also that one of W r ig h t 's  "c ra ckp o t 

the o rie s" m ight touch the core of "m a n 's  consciou sness." In m aking 

the same suggestion  in regard  to Le C o rb u s ie r 's  "g e o m e tr ic a l"  "  ab strac 

tion s," I am aware that the two suggestion s m ight seem to be contra 

d ictory. In this letter I must be content to rem ark that I do  not think that 

there is any real contradiction. A n d  in case anyone  should  think that my 

words im ply that the schem es of Le C o rb u s ie r  and W r ig h t  could be 

com b ined  to p roduce  an " id e a l"  scheme, I hasten to add  that con 

ception, not com bination, begets works of art— if the town be so con 

sidered. It has been sa id— to borrow  M r. Kan to row ich 's  phraseo logy, but 

to substitute another quo tation— that "p rehension s are private ly born but 

pub lic ly  d isp la ye d ." Prehension is a co ined  word that can be taken to 

m ean a g ra sp in g  into unity. By in troducing  the fact o f the ind iv idua l s 

cap ac ity  to g ra sp  the rough  stuff of existence into unity, I am back on 

much the sam e ground  as I was at the beg inn ing  of this letter; but that 

is where M r. Kantorow ich  is near the end o f the letter supp lem enting 

his paper. "H e r e  at last we com e to the fundam ental d ifference between 

your co rre sp ond en t 's  ap p roach  to the prob lem  and m ine," writes M r. 

Kantorow ich, " I t  is the d ifference between ph ilo soph ica l idealism  and 

ph ilo soph ica l m ateria lism ." M rs. M artien ssen  m ay be a ph ilosoph ical 

idealist, but it is surely a masterfy p iece o f deduction  on the part of 

M r. Kantorow ich  to com e to the conclusion  solely on the facts conta ined  

in her letter. M rs. M artien ssen  may, on the other hand, like m ost of us, 

not be conscious of fo llow ing any particu lar ph ilosoph ica l system, but 

her own com m on-sense, which seeks to refute unsubstantiated accusations. 

Nonetheless, like Law rence’s A rab s, M r. Kantorow ich  sees th ings in black 

and white; he is a m aterialist, there fore M rs. M artien ssen  is an idealist—  

and a ph ilosoph ica l idealist at that. (Foo tnote  to his paper states: 

'Id e a lism " is used th roughou t in the ph ilo soph ica l sense, i.e., as oppo sed  

to M ateria lism  . . If the world is d iv ided  between m aterialists and

idealists, it m igh t be wise to examine his brief exposition of idealism, if 

only to find out where one is supposed  to lie, if one does stand with
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him. Before g iv in g  a relevant extract from  M r. Kan to row ich ’s letter, I 

would observe  that his neat exposition o f Idealism  m ight possib ly  be 

more apposite  were it on ly concerned  with Sub jective  Idealism . But 

here is M r. K anto row ich 's  unqualified version: "T he  idealist a ttitude

assum es that our consciousness is independen t of our existence here—  

it com es from  without and does not deve lop  as we strugg le  with our 

m aterial surround ings. It assum es the p rim acy of sp irit to matter. 

Idealism  has its reflection in all sorts of ph ilo soph ica l system s— all sorts 

of deism, solipsism, m athem atical m ysticism  (a la Jeans), etc." I do  not 

pretend to have m uch know ledge o f ph ilosophy, but I have always under

stood that ph ilosoph ica l idealism  stressed the in te rpendence of subject 

and object, o f m ind and  the world. It thus cannot be held to deny 

that consc iou sness" deve lop s "a s  we strugg le  with our m aterial sur

rou nd in gs." M r. Kantorow ich then continues: "F rom  this po in t of view, 

why should not a 'g re a t ' id e a "  influence human history. A fte r  all, if 

human h istory is d ep e nd en t on the working out of man s consciousness, 

which is assum ed to com e from  without this world, then a great con 

sciousness, g iv in g  birth to 'g re a t  id e a ' m ust be d ec is ive !" D esp ite  the 

exclam ation mark, the p a ssage  lacks pertinence and is on ly of interest 

in so fa r as it throws light on M r. Kantorow ich  s own system  of thought, 

fo r if it is in a "g re a t  consc iou sn ess" that belief is held, it can be co n 

sidered to be g reat enough  to allow of hum an freedom . But M r. K an 

torow ich prefers unm istaken decisiveness as he clearly shows in his next 

sentence: "Id e a lism  is, however, com plete ly  non-scientific and mystical, 

adm itting o f no scientific p ro o f." This is p ragm atism  at its worst; and 

M r. Kantorow ich, it seem s to me, reveals as in no other s ing le  sentence, 

the pauc ity  of his understand ing  of the purpose  o f ph ilo sophy— he would 

reduce ph ilo sophy  to the status o f a m ethodo logy. It is in teresting to 

note M r. Kan to row ich 's  recurrent use o f "m y st ic a l"  or m ysticism  to 

im p ly  vagueness in others; fo r him self the co rre sp on d in g  expression seems 

to be the less euphon ious "e tc . "  A s  he seem s to be so attracted  to 

mysticism, perhaps he o u gh t to read the works o f the late Evelyn 

Underhill. But to continue: " I t  has been p roved  to g ive  no adequate  

interpretation  of the w orld ." That is adm itted  of ph ilo soph ica l idealism, 

and therein lies its virility, " In  the last analysis it is a purely fatalistic 

and passive ph ilo sop hy ." If to take cogn isance  of the whole gam ut of

m an 's being, his sensory, em otional and spiritual experience, his powers 

o f reason ing, intuition and im agination, is to be fata listic and passive ; 

then it com plies with M r. Kan to row ich 's  estimate. It holds more prom ise 

fo r the human b e ing  than that: " A  m an 's  thoughts reflect to a greater

or lesser d eg re e  of exactness this real m aterial world. It considers

"m a n 's  th o u gh ts " to be som eth ing m ore than reflections and ascribes

to man the facu lty  of conception  and conceptua lism — which is one root 

o f the difference between idealism  and m aterialism . There is another

root and to d ig  dow n to that it m ight be adv isab le  to p lough  through  

som e of the "fu ll subtleties,” which I m entioned previously.

•

M r. Kantorow ich im plies that the "su b t le t ie s" would be fully revealed 

if he wrote a paper on "H is to r ic a l M a te r ia lism ." I think a more usual 

nom enclature is D ia lectica l M ateria lism , but I believe that Bukharin 

(accused  by m any who believe in "M a r x  s g reatness o f be ing a m echanist 

and of lap sing  into idea lism ) wrote a book entitled " A  Theory of 

H isto r ic  M a te r ia lism ." I do not know what s ign ificance  should  be given 

to the suffix " -a l, "  but no d ou b t enough  to relieve M r. Kantorow ich  of 

all taint of idealism. I therefore take it that it can be  assum ed that 

H isto rica l and D ia lectica l M ate ria lism  are synonym ous terms fo r the same

ph ilo sophy  that springs from  the eponym ous Marx. The M arx ist ph ilo 

sophy  considers the whole of existence to be a process. This process 

is revealed in fundam enta l laws, o f which, I believe, there are three, 

nam ely: quantity  into quality and conversely qua lity  into quantity, 

the unity of opposites, and the negation  o f the negation. A n  illustra

tion o f the first law which is cited in " A  Textbook of M arx ist P h ilo sop h y " 

is cited thus: " A  sim ple m ixture of h yd rogen  and oxygen is possible in 

any quantitative  relation, but in the fo rm ing  o f a qua litative ly  new b od y—  

water— these two elem ents unite on ly in definite quantitative  p roportions. 

Thus between water and other com b ination s of oxygen  and h yd ro gen —  

peroxide of h yd ro gen — there are no interm ediate  com p oun d s whatever. 

N o t  any, but only, definite quantitative  d ifference cond it ions the d iffer

ence of any qualities, o f leaps from  one chem ical com b ination  to 

anothe r." A s  a law such as this is w ide ly app lied  to "so c ia l re la tions" it 

m igh t be asked what relation there is to the affairs of men and women in 

the form ation  of H v O — even if a wom an be a b ig a m is t ?  However, 

further dow n the sam e p a ge  appears the fo llow ing passage : "M a r x  in 

his app lica tion  o f the law o f quantity  into quality cited in C a p ita l these 

ach ievem ents o f chem istry, the reby stressing the universal s ign ificance  of 

d ia lectica l laws." To note one app lica tion  of a d ia lectica l law of 

"un ive rsa l s ign if ic an ce " from  the sam e book: A n d  at last that m om ent 

cam e when the quantity  of socia list wheat exceeded the quantity  of kulak 

wheat; that was the nodal po in t of the related measurem ents, that was 

the m om ent when it was possib le  to in troduce  a qualitative  ch an ge  of 

tactics. In o rder to in troduce  this at the righ t tim e it was necessary 

to determ ine righ tly  the m easurem ent o f relations of class forces. The 

C en tra l C om m ittee  of our Party rightly determ ined this m easurem ent and 

in 1929 in itiated  successfully the transition to the liqu idation  o f kulaks as 

a class on the basis of all round co llectiv isation ." The la n gu age  o f the 

extract is abstract; to see what " l iq u id a t io n "  m eans in terms of hum anity 

I refer to a recent Pengu in  Specia l, entitled "Russia , By Bernard Pares: 

"Then, as the G o ve rn m en t grim ly put it, the peasants were faced  with the 

cho ice ." This was fo llow ed by an ind iv idua l attack on all who were labelled 

kulaks— and the labe lling was often fixed by local rivals or enemies. 

T housands of C om m un ists  and Red A rm y  so ld iers were sent down to the 

v illage s; the local paupers pointed  out the victim s. The condem ned  and 

his wife were dep rived  of everyth ing they had— house, stock, implements, 

and everyth ing else— put into carts in what they stood  up in, and carried  

away to concentration  cam ps to work there as slaves of the G overnm ent. 

There follows a p a ge  and a half of descrip tion  and then the statem ent: 

"T he  G o ve rn m en t reckoned that there were as m any as a m illion fam ilies 

on the list o f the condem ned, which in Russia, with an ave rage  o f two 

parents and three children, is taken to am ount to five m illion persons. 

This does not m ean that they were all destroyed; som etim es they were 

sim ply  m oved to other and worse land, perhaps ou tside  the n e igh b ou r

hood, and later m oved on further, as the new co llectiv isation  spread  over 

the country, but as 'kulaks' they were liqu idated, that is, they ceased to 

exist as such." A  law of "un ive rsa l s ign if ic an ce " that covers the behaviou r 

o f "the  sim ple m ixture o f h yd ro gen  and o x y g e n " and the fate of "five  

m illion p eop le ," "n o t  all o f  whom were d e stro yed ," must indeed  have 

som e sign ificance. But before  po in ting out what is really s ign ificant, it 

is necessary to draw  attention to another o f the "su b t le t ie s" that is 

conta ined  in the above  illustration, and that is the "q ua lita tive  ch an ge  in 

tactics." The peasant— that is the "k u la k "— was allowed, in fact, so far 

as I can gather, encouraged  to p roduce  more in o rder to increase  the 

p roductiv ity  of the country— that was the short term tactic. The long 

term tactic  was the "co lle c t iv isa t io n " of the country, which necessitated 

the " l iq u id a t io n "  o f the unsuspecting "ku laks." I surm ise that these
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tactics are part of the genera l strategy, which is the establishm ent of a 

classless society. The points of s ign ificance  in this story o f the kulalcs 

are two: firstly, the m oral aspect, and secondly, the sense of unquestion ing 

rightness that is d isp layed  in the extract referring to "C e n tra l C o m 

m ittee 's " action. In rega rd  to the first point, the question  is not if the 

m em bers of the "C e n tra l C o m m itte e " o f the "P a r t y "  were v ic ious in 

d e c id in g  to liqu idate  five m illion people. M r.  Kantorow ich  s assertion that 

m aterialists have " id e a ls "  must be accep ted  in go o d  faith. To affirm that 

an action  is im m ora l or unm oral is to p red icate  a m oral code  o f action, 

and as there is no evidence in the "T e x tb o o k " from  which I have quoted  

that the "C e n tra l C o m m itte e " or the authors of the "T ex tb ook " were 

troub led  with any fee ling  o f doubt, the question arises as to whether or 

not they are com plete ly am oral. If so, they would be in cap ab le  of 

fee ling any doubt. There is much in M arx ist literature of hate but little 

o r noth ing about ethics; the necessity of hatred is a strange ly  personal 

note but nevertheless part and parcel o f an im personal ph ilosophy. Yet 

it does not rise out o f an ethical strain in the ph ilosophy. The con 

sideration  of ethics is confined  to the idealist philosophies, and that 

is the d ifference between idealism  and m aterialism  that does not seem 

to have occu rred  to M r. Kantorow ich. To com e to the second  point 

which is the sense of unquestion ing  rightness, of abso lute conviction, 

that is so ap p a re nt in the text which I have quoted. A  "sc ientific  

ana lys is " o f socia l ch an ge  has been m ade on the basis o f certain d ia lecti

cal laws, and w illy-nilly "a  man must choose  his road, otherw ise it is 

chosen fo r h im ," fo r the h istorical process will take its course irrespective 

of the w ishes of men. Is it to be d oub ted  that fo llowers of "H is to r ic a l 

M a te r ia lism " have a sense of rightness that is on ly  com parab le  to that 

held by devout adherents to a re lig ious fa ith ?  If we bear in m ind 

the id e a lis in g  element, the fe rvour o f class em otion, which arises out 

of the ph ilo sophy— though  only em bod ied  in it as an intellectual postu 

late, the philosophy, more correctly, ideo lo gy, m ight be held to have 

all the elem ents of a secular relig ion  were it not fo r its am oral quality, 

which makes it com parab le  to pagan ism . I shall now pass on to M r. 

Kan to row ich 's  conception  o f "U to p ia n ism ."

•

"W e b s te r , "  writes M r. Kantorow ich, "de fine s a U to p ia  as an im p rac ti

cal schem e of social regeneration, ' "  and after a colum n or so, states 

that : " W e  .have yet to deal fully with the word ' im practica l. ' "  W e b ste r 's  

defin ition  is good , but it conta ins another word that M r. Kantorow ich  

m igh t have "d e a lt  fully w ith," and that is "re ge n e ra t io n ." A s  defin itions 

seem  to be in order, I g ive  from  the C o n c ise  O x fo rd  D ictionary: 

"re ge n e ra te  . . ." " In v e s t  with new and h igher spiritual nature; im prove 

m oral cond it ion  o f . . . H e n ce  . . . re ge n e ra t io n ";  and I supp lem ent 

W e b ste r 's  defin ition  o f U to p ia  with another from  the Encyc lo 

paed ia  Britannica "U to p ia — an ideal com m onw ealth  where inhab itants 

exist under perfect cond itions. H e n ce  U top ian  is used to denote  a

v is ionary  reform, which fails to recogn ise  defects in hum an nature . .

It is now possib le  to app rec ia te  fully the m ean ing of W e b ste r  s succinct 

definition. M r.  Kantorow ich  has app lied  the ep ithet “ U to p ia n "  to Le 

C o rb u s ie r  and Frank Lloyd  W righ t.  H a v in g  drawn attention to the lack 

o f m oral content in M r. K an to row ich 's  "p h ilo so p h y , " I will g ive  "U to p ia n  

w ider app lication, and that is to M r. Kantorow ich  himself. Earlier in

this letter I stated that there was a hint of one of M r.  Kan to row ich 's  

" id e a ls "  in his paper. It is conta ined  in the statem ent: "T he re  is the 

ge rm  of a future unity of town and country, in which the gu lf between 

the two, created essentially by the industria l revolution, will at last be

b r id g e d ."  This "fu tu re  u n ity " is the cond it ion  of p lanning that would 

exist under a classless society. A s  it is ap p a re nt both  in M r. K an to ro 

w ich 's  paper and letter that he adheres to "H is to r ic a l M a te r ia lism "

w ithout any apparent qualification, one must assum e that, in a ccordance  

with the tenets o f that doctrine, his ultimate " id e a l"  is the establishm ent 

of a classless society. In the light o f m y reference to the ethical

question  and the reference to "d e fe c ts  in hum an na tu re " conta ined  in 

the defin ition  o f "U to p ia , "  the full m ean ing of M r.  Kan to row ich 's  attack 

on idealism  and his assertion that "M a n 's  socia l b e ing  determ ines his 

consc iou sn ess" becom es evident. H e  cannot adm it that man s consc iou s

ness," let alone his conscience, could  be determ ined or even partly 

determ ined in any other way; he cannot adm it that " id e a s "  have any 

influence on the course of events; he cannot adm it that man is capab le  

o f other than a peculiar form  of volition  in that a man must choose ;

he is, in fact, com pelled  to deny  the full com plexity and stature o f man.

O n  man be ing som eth ing  less than man and a m alleable th ing  m oulded 

by inexorab le d ia lectica l laws that determ ine "so c ia l b e in g ," depends 

his " id e a l"  o f the classless society.

W h a te v e r  g o o d  the " id e a l"  o f a classless socie ty  m igh t bring to man, 

it is obv ious that it will not be freedom , fo r the id e o lo gy  in which 

it is em bod ied  denies that it is inherent in man to desire to be free. 

The id e o lo gy  is thus a den ia l o f the trad ition  o f specu lative  thought 

that is the heritage  of W e ste rn  Europe; and  the reader can properly 

estimate M r. Kan to row ich 's  g low ing  tribute, conta ined  in the words: 

"T he  valuab le  and  rich cultural background  that the new society, now 

be ing  born, will inherit from  the o ld "— they have little m eaning, fo r he 

would have the w inged  bird  caged , and w ithout en livening and  creative 

m inds a "r ich  cultural background  becom es a dead  back-cloth.

C ritic ism  o f the "p h i lo s o p h y "  that M r. Kantorw ich  follows does not 

im p ly  that if a "c la ssle ss so c ie ty " be taken to m ean a cond ition  of true 

com m unity, I am necessarily scornfu l o f the "id ea l. ' I am, however, not 

on ly sceptica l o f the key purported  to be g iven  by a "se cu la r  religion, 

but also h igh ly  critica l— as m igh t be clear— of its concepts, so far as 

they m ay be said to exist. There is one characteristic— am ongst  others—  

which should  be found  am ong adherents to a transcendental religion, 

and that is a certain hum ility; there is another which is som etim es found, 

and that is b igo try . I p ropose  to examine a "secu la r relig ion  to see 

if it has these d istinctive traits. In cons ide rin g  the second  of the

characteristics first, I would refer to M r.  K anto row ich 's  de roga to ry  refer

ences to the psychologists, "F reud, A d le r  and Jung, and to the m athe

m atician "J e a n s . "  O n e  w onders w h y ? I have not been g iven  to under

stand that p sy ch o lo gy  yet deserves to be called a deve loped  science, 

fo r  it is in its in fancy and has not yet had its Pasteur. But psycho log ists 

are practica l searchers after know ledge and, p ro v id in g  they are ab le  to 

form  valid  concepts, will quite p rob ab ly  make a sc ience of p sych o logy  

one day. Perhaps it is the work o f Ju ng  that troub les M r.  K an to row ich ? 

W e re  ph ilo sophy  confined to m athem aticians, or fo rm er m athem aticians, 

I should  p lum p fo r W h ite h e ad  in p reference to Jeans. But Jeans is a 

scientist, and m igh t it not be m ore fitting fo r M r.  Kantorow ich  to ask 

why he has becom e  a "m athem atica l m ystic ist," rather than to per

functorily  condem n him as su c h ?  The position seem s to be that M r. 

K an to row ich 's  "sc ie n t if ic " ph ilo sophy  does not derive any sup p ort  from  

the f ind in gs  o f con tem porary  science. H is  question, a "G r e a t  Id e a "  

from  "h e ave n — knows where— ," m igh t with the substitution  o f one word 

for three be echoed b y  a con tem porary  physic ist as "e n e rg y  from
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heaven knows w here ' ?  The fact o f the matter is that the "sc ie n t if ic " 

basis o f M r. Kan to row ich 's  ph ilo sophy  so far as it has "un ive rsa l s ign ifi

cance lies in the nineteenth century. Lenin has since tried to rescue 

it from  that position; nevertheless his theorising does not seem to have 

helped M r. Kantorow ich to rise to m ore than unsubstantiated  belittlem ent 

o f all who underm ine his position. There are indeed, I think, signs 

of b igo try  in M r. Kan to row ich 's  attitude. To exam ine the other possible 

characteristic o f M r. K anto row ich 's  "se cu la r  re lig io n " I m ust recur to 

A  Textbook o f M arx ist P h ilo sop h y " and take from  the text: "T he  qua li

tative uniqueness o f a th ing is g iven  in a com prehensive  account of its 

p ropertie s." There is no sign  o f a rro gan ce  here, and in so far as the 

text is a p p licab le  to man, one m ight be led to expect an alm ost hum ble 

attitude in regard  to the unknown "p ro p e rt ie s "  o f man. To supp lem ent 

the quotation  from  the sam e book: " In  a word, the m ost essential 

qualities are those which a thing m anifests in relation to ' its other,' to 

its opposite. Th ings that have little in com m on are fo r the most part 

indifferent to each other. N o  one examines a m echanic by p lay ing 

chess with him. Just as little will be revealed by testing him  on an 

autom atic machine. A  m echanic will show his essential p roperties in 

relation to 'h is own other,' to the m achine which it is his job to work, 

especially if he is confronted  with a difficult repa ir job in connection  

with it . . . There is undoub ted ly  an inverted hum ility exem plified in 

a statem ent that equates the "e ssen tia l p ro p e rtie s " of a man with a 

machine. A n d  this is the content of a ph ilo sophy  that has been term ed 

by the left writer, M ike l G o ld , the greatest system  o f hum anism  yet 

invented by man— I speak from  m emory, but that is the sense of the 

assertion. H um anism  seems to have lost its m ean ing in a m achine a ge —  

or is this the cod ified  though t of the nineteenth century "industria l 

revolution," the reverse face o f the defam ed cap ita list c o in ?  In writing 

this letter, I realise that im p lications will be drawn from  it because 

Russia is an ally o f ours— so, fo r that matter, is the U.S.A., includ ing  

Frank L loyd  W r ig h t  and H en ry  Ford.

•

I understand that there is g o o d  in Russia, but m y purpose

has not been to examine cond it ions in Russia— for those interested 

there are several books and num erous booklets. N o, m y purpose

has been to examine the "  ph ilo sophy  "  o f one who sees no other 

road to the future but his, who is so convinced  of the rightness 

of his "p h i lo so p h y "  that from  its standpo in t he has seen fit to im ply 

and ap p ly  respectively one of the m ost o p p rob riou s epithets in his v o ca 

bulary to two well-known living arch itects— for connotation s o f "F a sc ism ," 

read an occasiona l Left newspaper. H is  attack on " Id e a lism ," includ ing

as it does "a ll sorts o f deism  . . . etc.," is not on ly an attack on the 

freedom  of though t that has characterised  the European  trad ition  at its 

best but also an attack on the re lig ious influence in that tradition. In 

considering  M r. Kan to row ich 's  ph ilo sophy  it is necessary to ask in what 

way all aspects o f our life would be a ffec te d ? To po in t to the go o d  

or the bad  am ong the Russians is not en ou gh — their's is a different history. 

It is on ly necessary to examine the go sp e l o f C h ristian ity  and to follow 

the different form s it has taken in the G ree k  O rth od ox  C hurch , the 

Rom an C a th o lic  Chu rch , Protestantism  and its num erous denom inations, 

and fo r that m atter the C o p t ic  C hu rch  of A byss in ia , to realise that 

d iffering trad itions and am b itions have a way of m ou ld ing  a doctrine.

It is therefore necessary to consider M r. Kan to row ich 's  ph ilo sophy  in the 

light o f our own traditions, both European  and A fr ican . I shall not 

attem pt to do  that, but pass on to m y reasons fo r bothe ring  to write 

such a long letter on a subject that, as I have said, m igh t seem to 

be but rem otely connected  with architecture. They are: Firstly, as I have 

sa id  before, I react to M r. Kan to row ich 's  contentions, and as this 

journal should  reflect the views o f all its members, I could  not let 

them pass uncha llenged. Secondly, I realise that: " A  war is a true 

b ifu rcation  of future possib ilit ie s." W e  cannot, even if we would, go  

back to the past; but must we go  forw ard to a retrospective  fu tu re ? 

M u st  the incip ien t goodw ill that seems to be rising in men be canalised 

into iron channels that were cast in the nineteenth ce n tu ry ? M u st  man 

becom e the other, the com plem ent o f the machine, to be en tang led  

in "d ia le c t ic a l"  chains of his own m anu fac tu re ?— for that is the 

m ean ing of a C en tra l C o m m itte e " that " r ig h t ly "  determ ines a 

measurem ent. O r  are we to g o  forw ard  to a future m ore fitting 

to our "r ich  cu ltu ra l" heritage  and the true stature o f m a n ? N o t  if we 

allow ourselves to be unnecessarily  dazzled by the co lour o f the herring 

drawn across the path by one who seems to be under the spe ll of 

the fa r Left. "B ifu rc a t io n " in m y last quotation  was not a h ap p y  word, 

it seems, fo r the cho ice  does not lie between C om m un ism  and Fascism, 

as M r. Kantorow ich  would have us believe. To recur to a previous 

quo tation: "  The com m unity  m ay evo lve in m any ways . . and the 

m anner in which it will evolve d epends in a large  m easure on ourselves; 

and involves not on ly som e search ing  into our m anner o f living but also 

into our sense o f living. Indeed, I conc lude  that an id e o lo g y  that would 

claim  the very soul o f man does bear greatly  on architecture.

Yours  faithfully,

A N G U S  S T E W A R T .
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The Editors,

S.A. A rch itectura l Record,
22nd July, 1942.

Sirs,

M a y  I congratu late  the "  Record  "  on the pub lication  of the extremely 

interesting and illum inating essay by M r. Roy Kantorow ich, "  The M o d e rn  

Theorists o f P lanning ; Le C orbusie r, Frank Lloyd  W righ t, etc. in its 

January  issue of this year, and of his com prehensive  reply called forth 

by M rs. M a rtien ssen ’s denunc ia to ry  criticism. The essay and the reply 

taken in conjunction  with the latter criticism  constitute a stim ulating 

d eb a te  on matters o f vital im portance  to architects, though  the 

ph ilosoph ica l content of M r. Kan to row ich 's  contribution s cons ide rab ly  

w idens the range  of the discussion.

Before reco rd ing  som e thoughts on the issues raised in the co rre s

pondence, I should  like to define my own standpo int. I have been a 

consistent, though  not uncritical, adm irer of the work and research of 

M . Le C o rb usie r. It is hard ly necessary to em phasize that Le C o rb u s ie r 's  

in fluence on arch itectura l deve lopm en t has been world-w ide, to which 

the work of our own schools and o f our p ractitioners bears am ple evidence. 

The ene rgy  and s ing le -m inded  enthusiasm  with which he has presented his 

case are the attributes of a creative and fertile m ind, and as such are 

worthy of our respect, at least. H is  qualities, m oreover, have insp ired  

a la rge  m easure o f enthusiastic support and even adulation. To the 

extent that such support is foun d ed  on the true social s ign ificance  of 

his work, I p ay  unstinting tribute to the in sp iration  o f Le C orbusie r, man 

and artist. W here , however, less adm irab le  qualities are d iscern ib le

in his art and in his socia l attitude, sup p ort  takes on the aspect of 

unthinking and unreasonab le  prejudice. To this lim it I am persona lly 

not p repared  to go. I can concede  no greatness to an ind iv idua l whose 

actions go  contrary  to the current o f p rogress in his own time.

M y  criticism  of Le C o rb u s ie r 's  arch itecture and particu larly his town- 

p lann ing  is always based  on the social re lationships engendered  or

im plied in his conception  o f both. That such a standpo in t m ay be

term ed political, I find in no way frigh ten ing , so that I cannot be horrified, 

as M rs. M artien ssen  appears to be, that "  M r. Kan to row ich 's  stand is a 

political one ." O n  the contrary, I m aintain that an evaluation  which

does not take into account po litico-soc ia l fac to rs can only be incom 

plete and therefore m islead ing.

It is clear that M rs.  M artien ssen  is not unaware o f the necessity 

o f p ro v ing  social value in the work o f an artist, fo r her v igo ro u s  attack 

on M r. Kan to row ich 's  essay is to a g rea t extent d irected  tow ards refuting 

the suggestion  that the elem ents of reaction are visib le in any of Le

C o rb u s ie r 's  works, words or deeds. In d o in g  so, she is undoub ted ly

accep tin g  as valid  the structure of M r. Kan to row ich 's  critique. A n d  in 

fact, in that structure lies the g reat va lue of the o rig ina l essay and of 

the som ew hat overw he lm ing counter-attack. I am content to leave 

well alone all the personal factors apparent in M rs. M a rtien ssen 's  

criticism  and dealt with in M r. Kan to row ich 's  reply, and so am able to 

concentrate  on the essentials o f the argum ent put forw ard  by M r. 

Kantorow ich. These are, as I see it :—

1. Soc ia l o rgan isa tion  sp r in gs  from  the m aterial cond it ions and the 

m eans of p roduction  and d istribution  in a given society.

2. Ideas, legal forms, artistic expression take on, in one way or

another, a superstructural relation to this soc io -econom ic  fo u n d a 

tion.

3. The indiv idual, artist or otherwise, is therefore dec isive ly  con

d itioned  (in a general sense) by  the social organ isa tion  o f his 

time.

4. H is  creative role is dependen t upon the extent to which he 

expresses the fo rces within the fram ework o f society, and, pa r

ticularly, the p rogressive  forces.

5. If he does not link himself with the p rogressive  forces, he tends 

inevitably, w illingly or unwillingly, consciou sly  or unconsciously, to 

fall within the cam p of socia l reaction.

The basis ( I  and 2) o f this log ica l sequence m ay not be accepted  by 

everyone, but its va lid ity  will p rob ab ly  be apparent to m any architects 

(the ir field of work be ing bound  up with m aterialist consideration s). I 

certa in ly a ccep t these fundam entals, which are expounded  b y  M r. K an 

torow ich with a fine sense of historical materialism, founded, it is clear, 

on intensive study and tho rough  understand ing. H e  endeavours, by 

these means, to establish the p lace of Le C o rb u s ie r  and Frank Lloyd 

W r ig h t  am ong the ph ilo soph ica l idealists— that is, U top ian s b rought 

up-to -date— and by keep ing this issue clear in his reply has been able 

to unravel the tangle  o f M rs. M a rtien ssen ’s spirited  personal defence 

of Le C orbusie r.

For I am unable to d iscern  any effective w eakening o f the general 

case presented in M r. K anto row ich 's  essay— and d ive rgence  o f opin ion  

centres, fo r the m ost part, around the subject of Le C o rb u s ie r  and 

his work. H ow  far, then, has M r. Kantorow ich  been able to justify 

his strictures on Le C o rb u s ie r  and Frank Lloyd W r ig h t  in terms o f the 

princ ip les set ou t a b o v e ?

In the first instance, it is quite untrue to say that M r. Kantorow ich 

does not app rec ia te  the positive ach ievem ents of both architects, and 

particu larly o f M . Le C orbusie r, in m odern tow n-p lanning developm ent. 

Reference to his orig ina l essay and to his subsequent reply establishes 

that fact. H e  is, however, h igh ly  critical of the social attitude o f both, 

and the social im p lication s o f their actual work. H e  nam es them both 

Idealists, and in d o in g  so, strikes at the root of the discussion. For 

Idealism  in the ph ilo soph ica l sense m eans a turn ing aw ay from  the 

realities o f to -d a y 's  tra g ic  stru gg le  fo r the survival and betterm ent of 

m ankind. Such a detachm ent m ight have been com parative ly  harm less 

in times of lesser social stress, but can it be nam ed other than reactionary 

in the tense situation in which society is now p laced  ?  Le Corbusier, 

however, has been an active and creative artist over a long period, and 

has, in his m ake-up m any of the contrad ictory  elem ents so apparent 

in the society  in which he p roduced. That means that, at moments, his 

ap p roach  had a m aterialist substratum , while at others it has veered off to 

the idealist extreme.

Productive  m ethods in particu lar have been a fertile source of in sp ira 

tion to Le C orbusie r, and m any o f his early experim ents in this direction 

have had a p ro found  effect on arch itectural techn ique in both design  

and structure. The spatia l possibilit ies released by this progressive  

attitude have been em phasized in his p lann ing experiments. O n e  cannot 

say, however, that the relation between such va luab le  research and the 

soc io -econom ic  foundation s of our socie ty  has been realised or seriously 

taken into account by Le C orbusie r, and in this he reveals his "  Idealist "  

(w hat he calls non -po litica l) standpoint, a self-im posed  but severe 

lim itation. H e  has had, too, in m any of his early projects a keen sense 

of hum an needs, though  inev itab ly  the accent is never on the means by 

which these needs can be realised, other than the strictly architectural,

298



There again, detachm ent becom es U top ian ism . W h e n  the scale of his 

projects is increased  to the tow n-p lann ing level, it cannot be said 

in the first instance that there has been a com m ensurate  rise in his 

regard  for human needs. It takes, rather, the fo rm  of simple m ultip lica

tion of the "  unit "  solution, but in a w ay in which the cell is lost in

the whole. I refer still to human needs. In genu ity  and  even genius

in tackling the superficial m echanical prob lem s o f our unw ieldy unplanned 

towns must be generously  conceded. But the solution  in hum an terms—  

can one say that the m achine has released man, is it not rather that 

man has been finally ove rcom e ?

H e re  one d iscerns the id e o log ica l link-up with the grim  Fascist m en

tality— Anti-hum an, anti-social. I do not wish fo r a m om ent to attribute 

Facist m otives to Le C o rb u s ie r— I do not think it necessary fo r my 

purpose  to d o  so. It is essential nevertheless to trace the devious

routes th rough  which the U top ian  m ay be drawn into the reactionary 

cam p, and to understand that the failure or inab ility  of the artist (or 

any ind iv idua l) to range  his creative work on the side of the p rogressive  

social forces of his time m ay have tra g ic  and unexpected results. M r. 

Kantorow ich is im patient o f this slow and com plex process. H e  sees 

clearly the im p lications in the tow n-p lann ing .trends under discussion, 

and  forthw ith denounces in uncom prom ising  terms. I adm ire  his unswerv

ing fidelity to the princip les he believes in, and I hold that plain speak

ing in the present world situation  is am p ly justified. Actua lly, though,

I do  not th in k his case, so strong fundam entally, is m aterially affected by 

his insistence on pressing the Facist b rand  on Le C o rb u s ie r— or on 

Frank Lloyd  W righ t.  H e  has b rought no "  black and white "  ev idence 

as p roo f o f his assertion, so that judgm ent on that score  must inevitab ly 

be suspended  in all fairness. It is true that he does no more than state 

a "  trend ," but the stigm a of Fascism  is so great that a trend can be 

read as utter condem nation.

M rs. M artien ssen  obv iou sly  resents this unjustifiably brisk conclusion  

on M r. K anto row ich 's  part, and I cannot help fee ling that a g rea t deal 

of her criticism  sp rin gs from  this resentm ent. She  has, however, succeeded  

in p rovok ing  a com prehensive  reply, the tone o f which is m ore balanced 

and which rounds off m any o f the argum ents lightly touched  upon in 

the orig ina l essay. It was, in fact, her letter which has kept alive in the

Journa l a d iscussion  o f the greatest im portance  to arch itects and to all 

serious students o f architecture.

I am particularly gratefu l fo r the oppo rtun ity  p rov ided  M r. Kantorow ich 

to make one o f the m ost va luab le  statem ents of the whole co rre spondence

valuab le  because a positive lead is ind ica ted  for the present and for 

the h oped -fo r future. H e  says, "  The arch itecture o f the future will 

be born, is be ing  born, in the crucib le  of m an 's s trugg le  to build that 

future. In that, is expressed the essence o f the m aterialist case. The

strugg le  fo r m aking tole rable  the m aterial cond it ions of the lives of all

o f the peop le  by the p lanned and equ itab le  use of our human and 

m aterial resources will be the m ainspring, the v ita lis ing factor, in our 

arch itectura l future.

In that process the works o f Le C o rb u s ie r  will not be fo rgotten. H e 

is, after all, but an ind iv idua l in the g rea t m arch of m ankind. A t

moments, at his greatest, he has touched he ights o f genera lisation  of

lasting sign ificance. H is  in fluence is b e ing  felt and  will be fe lt in 

the solution of m any of our eve ryday  arch itectura l p roblem s, which are, 

in essence, social p roblem s. "  M a n 's  s tru g g le ," however, is o f an

enorm ously d iverse and com plex character. If we a ccep t M r. K an to ro 

w ich 's  prem ise that arch itecture is an expression or function  of m aterial 

conditions, it is clear that d iversity and com plexity will always co lour 

the pattern o f bu ild ing. Le C o rb u s ie r 's  lim itation lies in his o ve r

sim plification, which sp r in gs  fundam enta lly  from  the de liberate  restric

tion of his field o f investigation  in a subject, o f all subjects, which 

cannot be thus isolated and  treated "  in v a cu o ." The weaknesses of 

ph ilosoph ica l idealism  are here apparent. M r. Kantorow ich  says he 

wishes " t o  judge (Le  C o rb u s ie r ),  not in terms of abso lute criteria, but 

within his particu lar historical se ttin g ." That setting is now more com 

pletely understood  than d u rin g  the peaceful times of the " C o r b i e "  

volumes, the ap p ea ran ce  o f each of which was an event am ong m any 

sincere students. W e  cannot separate  ourselves from  the cataclysm . To 

Idealism  we must, fo r self-preservation, o p p o se  Realism — a realism  that 

has its roots in just social o rgan isation. Arch itecture, too, is in the 

struggle .

Yours  truly,

N O R M A N  H A N S O N .
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AN APPEAL RECEIVED FROM THE BOOKS FOR TROOPS COMMITTEE

The Transvaal Provincial Institute.

Dear Sirs,

W e  have received a urgent appeal from  the Red C ro ss 

Society for books for our Prisoners of W a r. Books of all 

kinds are required, but particularly standard works on profes

sional subjects. A s  you know m any men abandoned  their 

studies to answer the call to arms, and by p rovid ing the 

necessary books by which they can continue their studies, we 

shall be doing them an undoubted service.

W e  are, therefore, appealing to all professional societies 

to assist us in this matter, as we feel many of the established 

architects must have standard books which they no longer 

urgently need, and which would be of so great a help to our 

men now in prison camps.

I should assure you that the d ispatch of books will not 

affect or restrict in any way the dispatch of parcels of com 

forts as this is a m isapprehension entertained by several 

persons.

M y  Com m ittee  will be most grateful to you if, therefore, 

you could bring this request before the Society of Architects.

Yours faithfully,

(Signed) N A N C Y  G R A N T .

The Hon. Secretary,

Books for Troops Com m ittee,

(including S.A . L ibrary Association, U.D.F.I., Y .M .C .A ., 

Toe H.),

P.O. Box 1001.

All books to be sent to Public Library, Johannesburg.

This letter is published here in the hope that architects will be able to assist in this deserving cause



  Journal of the SA Architectural Institute 
 
 
 
PUBLISHER: 
 
      University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg 

 
 
LEGAL NOTICE: 

 
Disclaimer and Terms of Use: Provided that you maintain all copyright and other notices contained therein, you 
may download material (one machine readable copy and one print copy per page) for your personal and/or 
educational non-commercial use only. 

 
The University of the Witwatersrand, Johannesburg, is not responsible for any errors or omissions and excludes any 
and all liability for any errors in or omissions from the information on the Library website.  

 


