
Hr . Thomas 5 . Raddall 
Liv e r poo l 
Nova Scotia 

My dear S ir: 

• 51\INT LI\ WRENCE COLLEGE 
945 WOLFE AVE 

Q U ~BEC 10. P . Q. 

February 27 , 19 68 

I am wo r king on a thesis t hat dea l s with the novels 
written by Nova Sc otians and s et in Uova Scotia . 

In my thesis I p l an to estab l ish a definition of the 
novel. Then this definition wou l c act as a guide line i n a 
critical analys i s of t he nove l s invol ved • 

.1..t t h e moment the eAact aspects that I wi ll at t emp t to 
examine i n my analys i s of these nove l s are not def i nite . I 
woul d a ppr ecia te a few comments from you on the subject in gen-
era l , and on t he fol l ow ing ques t i ons in 1,ar t i cul ar . 

Do yo u think th.at Canaa ian literary critics ar e t o o 
negative i n the i r a lii-roach to the i r subjectf 

On a of t h e major critic i s ms of our Canadian novel s is 
that they l a ck univer s a li ty . Do you think that this criticism 
is true? If so. in \'Jhat areas of the novel i s the lack of uni-
ver sa lit y most evident ? Has Ca!l.ada arr ived at the stage where 
i t can h ave a trul y great lit er ature '!' 

Ylhen you f i rst conceive a the me what are the biggest 
prob l ems i nvolv ed in expr e s sing thi s theme as a novel? Do you 
have an acute aware ness of theme as yo u write? These ques tions 
are pr ompt e d by two i so l a ted experience s . In an inte r viev1 w. o. 
Mitche ll gave t he impr e s sion that when he wrote he was s i mpl y 
telling a story. He wo ul d not say anything mo r e explicit . 
Rober t Frost replied to a student who had just asked him what 
one of his recent l y published poems meant , .,..I ' ll l et the critics 
decide that . " 

I ho :re that you v1 i ll fin ll t i me to give s ome cons i der a tion 
to my quest ions . I will be very a pr,reciative of a ny observations 
that you mi ght make . 

Yours truly , 

eft~ 



Mr, &lvard Murph,y, 
Saint Lawrence College, 
945 Wolte Avenue, 
Quebec 10, P . Q. 

Dear Kr. Mu.rpq: 

March J,1968 

I eocloae a con ot a lecture I ga.e two 7eara 
ago. Whil• my subject waa apeoitically the h1.atorical noTel, · 
I gaw acne ot my on the nonl 1n general, which may ans• 
wr your quHtiona. ot caurae, it ane vrot.e a book about a 
happening .r••terdq attemoon, it'• • matter at: real4' 
- a r••brance ot things pad.. I.t yw. ootie down to the tine 
point the onl,y at: that are definite~ not 
orical are thoM 1n the "acience tiction" field, vhoae tanciea 
run tar into the future. 

A ll\lllber at: 111.Y are contemporar,r - and by that I ,...., 
dralm. t'rom lite 1n my Olln time. }"¥ aoat sucoeu.t'Ul 

nonl, 1 'lhe Np!ph and The .Luip ", lltlich ha• appeared 1n many 
l&nguagH, and u a TV pl..,- atarring Robert PN1ton and Margaret 
SillaT&n, vaa dra1111 trc:a rq ONn tixper1encea and oburntiona 
•• a wirel••• operator on a desert 1aland ott the Non Scotia 
coaat. I vaa 7oung then, and I aa now a1xt.y-t1 ff• To a ,oung 

at: the dq the tale 1a hietorical. 

I ou aak rq opinion ot cr1Uoa. I don't know much about than, 
I 'Te neTm- euba:cribed to_a clipping &gency, ao I'•• nenr aeen 
more than a tev ot their rertna. Soi!i.• WN favorable. Same 
wn not.. · I vaa 1tl'Uck with the obrlaua tact that ot th• 
hadn't reaJ.4' read the book at all. How could the,r, in the 
flood ot book.a that cane ott the pre•••• eni'1- 7ear ? 

I hann•t rud the •L1t.er&J7 H1atory ot Canada ", published a 
!ev by the Un1~1t,Y at: Toronto and written 
by a group ot aoadm ic critica. A vile aJ¥i respected non-academic 
Canadian vriter (the late J,B. McGeacq) 01' 1t, •I to - pllere 
are unsuN 11hether there 1.a Uf¥ literature to write about. 
w okil,r the,r haw no quelae about th• qualit,Y ct their _, vortc. 
Pre! . Nortbrop Fry,, in tho chapter, ''Ille book 11 
a tribute to the maturit;r ort: achclarahip and cr1t1cimo, 
llhatenr one think a ct the literature'. It 1a ad that Canad• 
ion literature Nccod rate. But what a IIOl'<IJ' it 11 that 
ve haw auoh clewr critics to tell ua •,o. " 

S1ncerel3" , 
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