SECTION II: THE RESPONSE IN EDUCATIONAL
THINKING

CHAPTER ONE

The Knowledge Needed Sfor International Understanding

A PLAIN enough expression, one might think—* international under-
standing’. Yet its meaning is not always the same. Quite commonly,

when people speak of international understanding it is of happy official

relations between countries as represented by their governments that

they are thinking, The creators of the old League of Nations, for in-
stance, referred, in what became the famous Article Eleven of the
Covenant, to “ that good understanding between peoples upon which
peace depends ”. This use of words has only a very little to do with
the question of mutual intelligibility as between the diplomats through
whom countries communicate. Rather does it refer to the sort of
assumptions regarding one another’s intentions with which countries
do their thinking for the immediate future. International understand-
ing, in this context, means an absence of excessive distrust rather than
mere success in the finding of a common language. And whether any
improvement in educational systems could be expected to make any
difference to international understanding in this particular sense is a
nice question which will not be examined here. As well might one
attempt to assess the degree in which squabbles between husbands and
wives were attributable to deficiencies in their linguistic equipment,
Is it not sometimes their very capacity for expressing themselves with
point and precision that accounts for so much of their trouble?

It is, at any rate, with a different sense of the term ‘ international
understanding * that we shall be concerned. A man may feel
that while in the ordinary course of things he has little difficulty
in understanding and being understood by others, this is not always
quite so easy when it is with foreigners that he is having to deal. Even
where his, and their, command of a common vocabulary presents no
problem, something seems nevertheless to impede their interchange of
meanings. Something usually ‘ gets across’ all right, but not what was
really intended. Not that he is shy or indifferent. Indeed, he would like
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to be ‘ good * with foreigners. Some people, he may feel, _sre}t:m Te:t?:s
a gift for it, and he wonders what their secret can bc e“q o
here to be considered is whether, and in what ways if at all, e
education can be directed to equipping the student with that mys .
facility for the lack of which he might well b_e loath to acl:ceptcis1 iy
kind of employment as must bring him often into persona toubOd o
those from other countries. And is tht?re in particular some b liﬁin
knowledge to be transmitted, or is it mamly a matter gf the dlsagcizing
of a person’s emotions, an enlarging of his sympathies, an exo

of some hidden inhibitions?

The Intellectual Content of Understanding . -
The assumption here will be that, while trainir}g for mternatltoneilt
understanding has indeed its emotional as well as its moral aspects, .
can also be held to include an important intell.ectual component—an
that more might well be done than commonly is done to prov1d¢}31 Xou:(:g_
people with a quality of enlightenment 'wl.nch shoulgl eas;]a t elrt -
quiring of the art, for an art in a sense it is, of making the most
what opportunities they have, whether at‘home or abroad, for en]oymg
the society and perhaps picking the br.ams of those brought (;lphmt
different country, and so in a sense a different world. Granted t .ah a
man may have difficulty enough in his inter-per_sonal relations with a
fellow-countryman of different age-group, farr}ﬂy ba?kground, \;‘oc}?-
tion, or social class, what can academic instrucpon do in re‘spect of the
sort of additional difficulty that h(; may experience when ‘ the other
i is fellow-countryman at all?
® l(1)c:1tehilssit:;loring here,yas in essence not intractable, the prob!em of a
specifically linguistic barrier. The man who n§eds some Spanish mubst
set about acquiring it. And this no doubt he will. What has here to be
considered is how, and how far, he may be spared the embarrassment
that may occur when though fluent enough in Sp’a'msh he .ﬁnds his
Spanish interlocutor difficult to ‘ feel at home with in anything more
than the conventionalities of polite and probably trivial conversation.
The subject is 4 large one, and at least as old presumgbly as the "I:ower
of Babel. And there are those who have made a special study of it and
whose writings it would be pertinent to quote. But all that will be
offered here is such thoughts as have suggested themselves on the: sub-
ject to one whose concern with it has been thgt of a te.acher of inter-
national relations, a discipline within t}}c ambit of which t‘here obvi-
ously belongs the elucidating of the amt}u?es :_md _the pr_obmg of the
mental backgrounds of those whose participation in an international
dialogue fails to get them very far. VYhat in .pamcular,. he will ask
himself, might a teaching to them of international relations as such
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bridgeable inter-personal gulf—between believer and infidel, have and
havenot, employer and employee, black man and white. To under-
stand my neighbour I must not merely know his position. I must
understand it. And not merely think I do.

The bitterness of anti-colonialism is to be appreciated only by those
who know the story of colonial expansion as developed in the memories
of peoples to whose ancestors it brought the blessings of civilization.
Nowadays, indeed, the understanding of a problematic mood may well
be recognized as a question for socio-psycho-somatic diagnosis. It may
be difficult enough to understand a man’s position even when the con-
text in which he comes to it is fully understood. Without that under-
standing it may be impossible. And except within the wider context
of an overall situation, the immediate context may in turn be difficult
to understand. Who would think to indicate the context in which
Shylock demanded his pound of flesh except against the background
of a world in which anti-Semitism was endemic and traditional. We
do not understand our Shylock unless we know the conditions in which
he suffered and the emotions which that suffering engendered in him.
To understand and to sympathize is not necessarily to admire. Insight
is in principle emotionally neutral. The doctor, the psychiatrist, the
solicitor, the priest, the friend—do these necessarily admire?

Do they even ever completely understand? It may be doubted. Man
is at least as unfathomable to others as he can be to himself. Life, it has
probably been said, is a matter of making adequate decisions on the
basis of inadequate information. What cannot be known may have
to be guessed at. That we do not perfectly understand our neighbour no
more absolves us from having dealings with him than a doctor's un-
certainty as to his patient’s condition permits him to leave him un-
attended. And it may indeed be better to know ourselves as guessing
than to persuade ourselves that our surmise is a certitude. Have we
never ourselves been misinterpreted, never had our acts attributed to
motives of which we were unaware? Safest is it to recognize that
even in the simplest-looking personal stance one must expect to en-
counter some component of incomprehensibility. The problem is to
minimize incomprehension. Its elimination is not on the agenda.

The Role of a Formal Study of International Relations

It is here that it becomes relevant to touch on the formal study of
international relations. For towards our minimizing of our misunder-
standing of the international ‘ other’, the foreigner, nothing is more
important than a knowledge of how he is placed. How is he situated?
How do things in general look to him? One thing that we can prob-
ably guess about with confidence is the dependence of the other’s situa-
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tion on the situation

sufficiently implied.
The question is not whet
unQe.rstandmg need seek to make himself a connoisseur of international
knowledge which is needed
bpth as it is and as it is seen
given time? '
Exhal'lstvaly to answer this question would be to delineate a full
blpwn time-table for the university teaching of international relation :
with the necessary illumination as well of its general as of its specializefi'
?sp'ec.ts—[.)oh.tlcal, economic, geographical, strategic, psychological
Juristic, msptutional, philosophical—and with att'ention alsﬁ t :
regional variations, and to novelties consequent on the contempora ¢
emergence of so numerous a crop of eagerly self-assertive new sovirei ?1’
states. There would have to be reiteration of what is suggested a %
the cardinal importance, as basis for such studies, of the study ofsthg

for. the. understanding of the predicament,
by its citizens, of any given country at any

social universe as such.! If world affairs ma be compared to indiges-

tion, social cosmology is then the physiology of the stomach. It is im-

! See Section II, Chapter 2.
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portant to know about that—if the pains are not simply to be suffered
but so far as possible understood. And it perhaps needs adding that
along with a study of international relations there should be due atten-
tion given to such companion disciplines—the ‘ underpinners ' we may
call them—as international history, economics, comparative govern-
ment, and international law.

Too much—much too much? It is certainly a daunting assignment.
But it is difficult to see by what short cut to erudition it could in theory
be evaded. It is not, of course, to be expected of the novice in such
studies that he bring his pursuit of so many varieties of semi-expertise
to its fruition during his period at a college. What he can, indeed, be
given at college and be thankful for is an idea of the nature, the length,
and the desirability of the journey that awaits him, and of the modes
of travel by which he may usefully hope to continue it under his own
direction and steam. What would some, now in later life, not give to
have had in their youth the opportunity to lay such propitious foun-
dations for their subsequent activities in the field! At least it might
have left them with a better conception of what they yet needed to
know. Connoisseurship has its degrees of incompleteness; and it is a
superior form of incomplete connoisseurship which appreciates the
senses in which it is so incomplete. Too often we tend to undervalue
those aspects of a subject to which our personal connoisseurship does
not happen to extend. We are like the physician who familiar with
but three diseases will not permit his patients to have any more.

Understanding of the other man, then, especially if he is a foreigner,
must always be imperfect, always a matter of degree. A lifetime is not
long enough for acquiring all the knowledge with which one should
wish to have begun. But artistry, besides being based on book-work, is
above all a matter of practice, the practice of the relevant art. To be-
come ‘ good’ with foreigners is a question of becoming progressively
better. And this, as has already been implied, may involve an element
of moral and emotional self-mastery for which a merely academic
preparation need be no preparation at all. All that a lecturer can pro-
vide is a theoretical acquaintance with some of the disabilities to be
overcome.

Psychological, Sociological, Cultural, and Moral Impediments to
Understanding
Apart from the disability to which the would-be virtuoso in inter-
national understanding may be subject through his insufficient under-
standing of the world, there seem to be at least four further categories
of personal impediment of which he should be grateful to be warned.
These one may distinguish as the strictly psychological, the sociolo-
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at \:\}/l};af t:us would seem to come to is that in an international situation
Inter-personal level, where, could both parties permit them-
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capacities, and bound therefore to affect greater difficulty than in fact
they need have in seeing cach other’s points—not only in those cases,
but equally in more strictly personal situations where one or otht?r
of the parties has pride, or past utterances, or social status, or dogmatic
vested interests to safeguard, an apparent misunderstanding may be
consciously kept alive by a cultivated imperviousness to the truth. No
one likes to admit that he himself has had experience of such embar-
rassments. Do we not in all our disputations preserve an open mind?
Maybe we do. But others mostly don’t. The fact is that it is commonly
more congenial, more expedient, more socially approved not fully to
understand ‘ the other’. Is it, for instance, in the Arab world quite
the ‘ done ’ thing to show an understanding of the Israeli point of view?
Are there not fashionable, communal, class, and national convictions
which we feel constrained to reiterate with all the greater appearance
of sincerity for fear lest in our hearts there should be born a suspicion
that they are not so unimpeachably fair, or so disinterested, or so
adult, after all. And as regards the fairness of our attitude, who is better
able than we to judge of that?

Tricks of personal psychology apart, there is still the sociological
aspect. Man lives, as a rule, in some specific social milieu from the
perspective of which he looks forth upon the world. The class-conscious
proletarian may be as little conscious of his consciousness as a bee
presumably is of the instinct she instinctively obeys. Class thinking,
born of class feeling, may in the individual pass for independent think-
ing of his own. There is, in short, a * sociology of appreciation * no less
pertinent than is the * psychology of appreciation’ in any assessment
of the intrinsic defensibility of individual views. Party feeling, race
feeling, national feeling blend with class feeling to form an emotional
amalgam specific to the person concerned.

But even though by an heroic tour de force—and it takes two, of
course, to make a common mind—the disabilities so far considered
could be overcome, there yet might remain, more especially in the
international sort of situation, the further great divisive influence of
culture. Cultures and sub-cultures-within-cultures—the social universe
is a veritable breeding ground of these. When a Karl Marx distinguishes
bourgeois morals from proletarian, when Muslim and Christian ideas
on marriage are compared, when African or Oriental are contrasted
with Western conceptions of the dignity of the person or the value of
life, it is the diversity of cultures that is being underlined. And though

distinctively national cultures are not the only significant kind, it is/
clear that cultural differences, no less than those of social class and
individual experience and commitment, contribute to that complex of
logically impertinent ingredients which serves to render the other man's
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> It ade oneself that that which one finds
~ unintelligible is also eo ipso absurd. “ All the world is queer. ...” The
( $\) 2 fact is that anyone who imagines that as a source of misunderstanding
cultural differences present no very serious problem should consult an

. S?\ anthropologist.

What men, indeed, can do is to take this serious problem seriously,
and make full use of those exceptional people—the Ruth Drapers?—
) who have an existential insight into more cultures than their own.

Keep the cultural differences and even be glad of them—since there
i they ineradically are—and
[

allow the best interpreters the status they
il deserve. They will have plenty to do.

“Know thyself! * said the ancient man of wisdom. No less than for
presenting human societies to on

e another, interpreters are needed for
‘ showing them to themselves. Every human society, every independent

i or dependent people, is in a significant degree a product of its past.
i That past it did not choose. And, rationally and realistically speaking,
R it is not to blame for it. Yet social man is not so realistic as not to
hold his neighbour answerable for what his neighbour’s father did
Resentments are persevered in long after their natural targets are dead
and gone. And the settling of old scores is for ever creating new ones.
Unto the third and fourth generation the children of to-morrow will
be paying the penalties, although by no means doing penance, for
! what their parents do to-day. And in this we must discern another

mp——

sy

KNOWLEDGE FOR INTERNATIONAL UNDERSTANDING 183

major source of international misunderstanding. For what A’s fore-
bears did A is content to take the credit, but not the blame, whereas B
is more disposed to give him the blame and not the credit. And con-
versely, for A’s attitudes to B. This reciprocal want of fairness goes far
to vitiate relations between A and B, and to preclude the understand-
ing by each of each. Neither can stomach, neither can fully compre-
hend, the irrationality of the other’s unrealism.

And as no people ever chose its past, neither did it choose the style
of thought and living which that past has left it as a le_gacy. EYery
independently thinking individual tends to develop from his reflections
on his personal experience a personal philosophy of life.. And every
people, whether independent or not, is, as though by definition, an inde-
pendently thinking people. Out of its own distinctive experience a
people is likely to distil its own distinctive outlook or set of outloo}s,
its own philosophical school or schools. It is in the lxght of English
experience that English social and political philosophies h.ave be'en
conceived; and in the light of those distinctively English p!ulosophles
that English ways of living have been sanctified and con.sollflated. So
much so that to the Englishman the English ways of thinking and'of
living are apt to figure as the only really sensible ways, a.nd 'th?, Ex}gllsh
are apt to evaluate the ways of others by the test of their similarity to
their own. Not until quite recently was it reluctantly conc_ede(_l that
common membership in a Commonwealth did not necessan!y .1mply
the sharing of a common way of political life. It still is within the
bounds of psychological possibility that Englishmen shou!d barely even
care to consider whether the Pakistanis or the Ghanaians may nct
possibly have discovered for themselves a better than the English way.
Even to be asking such a question is almost to convict one.self.of ab-
surdity, or perversity, or worse. No one is willing to subm.lt his own
way of life to validation by reference to another’s yard_snck. But it
remains as a major source of international misunderstanding that each
tends to judge the other’s values by the yardstick of its own. A politic-

ally literate people, cosmologically minded, would see the logic of this
m tffr-wasinevitable that Communism, however

ruthlessly imposed, would give itself or be given in' Russia a disti‘nc-
tively Russian form, why should not the correspondn}g manifestation
have been expected as equally inevitable in Yugosl_av;a? Yet th_e two
comradely systems very nearly went to war! Chrlstlar_ls are enjoined
to pray for their enemies. They are liable to pray with hardly less
sorrow and solicitude for those who happen not to see eye to eye with
them. Toleration is easy in theory, even with those we don't-agr'ee
with; but in practice it is hard. And if you start praying for me, it will
serve you jolly well right if I begin praying for you!
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