
HIPPY VERSUS HOBBIT

A WORD TO PA RAM IR
from Belladonna.

My good Par amir - -  and i n c i d e n t a l l y  I tend to d i s l i k e  the 
v o c a t i v e ,  a lm ost  as much as I d i s l i k e  the 'ad hominem' argument
00 I w i l l  turn the v o c a t i v e  on you f o r  a change. So Faramir ,her  
g o e s .  I'm g lad  that  the hippy world  has moved on from ’ Lord
o f  the R i n g s ' ----- t h a t ' s  the b e s t  news fo r  a long  t ime. Let them
go and s p o i l  some other  book, there are p l e n t y .  I d o n ' t  mind 
what they d o ,  i f  they lea ve  M idd le  Earth a l o n e .  Mind you, I ' v e
seen them, Faramir,  i f  you h a v e n ' t  -----  in  London, and you must
have seen them in B r ighton .  But w e ' l l  l e t  them a l o n e .  No, 
Faramir I s t i l l  i n s i s t  about drugs .  I can take my g la s s  o f  
sh e r ry  or the odd c i g a r e t t e  w ithout  h a l l u c i n a t i o n s ,  but  I 
th ink that i f  the taker  o f  ev e n 'm i ld  drugs d o e s n ' t  g e t  ' s t o n e d '
he f e e l s  he h a s n ' t  had h is  money 's  worth ------- that money,

m oreover ,  that  a l o t  o f  unpleasant  people are  so c l e v e r  a t  
ta k in g  o f f  him. I ' t s  one o f  the w orst  r a c k e t s ,  as you aught to  
know. The day when LotR or MALLORN becomes a s s o c i a t e d  w ith  
d r u g - ta k in g  (as G a n d a l f ' s  Garden d id )  that i s  the day when I 
waIk out .

As to  do ing  my own th ing  -  I do not  agree  that Tolkien  
' d id  h i s  own th in g '  f o r  many y e a r s .  As a p r o f e s s o r ,  he 
spent  h is  l i f e  as an E sta b l ish m en t  man, a lm ost  as a n i n e - t o -  
f i v e  man, h o ld in g  down a job and do ing  what he did not  always 
want to  do .  Only as a r a re  escape did ho take a ' t r i p ' ( u n a i d e d ) 
i n t o  Middle  Earth .  Perhaps i f  he had been a b le  to  w r i t e  fa n ta sy  
books a l l  the time he would have w r i t te n  more and b e t t e r ..........
1 doubt i t .  You c a n ' t  l i v e  on nectar  and ambrosia a l l  the time. 
Works l i k e  these c re e p  up from your sub con sc iou s  when y o u 'r e  
not  w orry ing  about them, and tend to run away when you are .

Apart from these  p o i n t s ,  my dear Faramir ,  I f in d  m y se l f  
s u r p r i s i n g l y  in agreement w ith  most o f  what you say.  Like the 
B i b l e ,  most good books are  capab le  o f  b e ing  misused;  and l i k e  
the B i b l e ,  they  su r v iv e  i t .  I ' t s  good to know that LotR is  
l i k e l y -  to  do s o .

Wishing you a l l  the luck in the S h ir e ,
BELLADONNA TOOK
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SOME THOUGHTS ON HIPPIES AND HOBBITS
Bob B o r s le y

I read w ith  i n t e r e s t  Belladonna Toole's a r t i c l e  on "Hippies  
and H obbits "  in M allorn  2 .  Bel ladonna,  I thought,  argued on the 
whole very  r e a s o n a b l y ' ,  n e v e r t h e l e s s ,  there a r e ,  I  f e e l ,  a 
number o f  important c r i t i c i s m s  o f  her p o s i t i o n  which should be 
made. A .R .Faram ir .  F a l l o n e  o f  course  made a number o f  
c r i t i c i s m s  o f  B e l la d o n n a 's  p o s i t i o n  in h i s  "On Beha lf  o f  the 
H a l f -H ip p y " ,  but I f e e l  he l e f t  important c r i t i c i s m s  unsa id .  In 
th is  essay  I s h a l l  attem pt  to  show that  T o l k i e n ' s  o u t l o o k  as 
e x p l i c i t l y  presented in such p la ce s  as h i s  "On F a iry  S t o r i e s "  
and i m p l i c i t l y  conta ined  in "The Lord o f  the Rings" i s  by no 
means in com p a t ib le  w ith  c e r t a i n  hippy a t t i t u d e s ,  that  there Is 
in f a c t  a d e f i n i t e  con n ec t ion  — though one which should not  
be over -em phas ized— between h i p p i e s  and h o b b i t s .



F i r s t  l e t  me t r y  t o  d e f in e  wht I mean by " h ip p y " .  It 
seems to me that much o f  the d i s c u s s i o n  o f  the h i p p y - h o b b i t  
q u e s t io n  has been c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by a la ck  o f  c l a r i t y  over ju s t  
what i s  meant by the term. It  seems to me that  the fundamental 
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  the h i p p y - i s  that  he is  a " d r o p - o u t " ;  that 
he r e g e c t s  the harsh com p ed it iven ess  and r e p r e s s i v e n e s s  o f  
contemporary s o c i e t y  and seeks to  c re a te  some form o f  
a l t e r n a t i v e  s o c i e t y .  D i f f e r e n t  h ip p ie s  o f  course  go to  d i f f e r  -  
ent degrees  in "d rop p in g -ou t"a n d  some are more admirable  than 
o t h e r s .  Most admirable  in my view arc  those  mainly American 
h i p p i e s  who have e s t a b l i s h e d  r u r a l  communes in which s i g n i f i 
cant s teps  have been taken towards d e v e lo p in g  a l t e r n a t i v e  
forms o f  s o c i e t y .  These I would say preserv e  most c l e a r l y  the 
o r i g i n a l  h ip p y  id e a ls  as they emerged around four years  ago .  
Less thoughgoing d r o p -o u ts  are the urban h ip p ie s  o f  America, 
B r i t ia n  and Europe. The extent  to  which these  can be seenas 
a t tem p tin g  to  c re a te  an a l t e r n a t i v e  form o f  s o c i e t y  o b v io u s ly  
Many probab ly  are  rather s o r r y ,  l o s t  c h a r a c t e r s ;  w ith  many, 
however i t  would probably  be true to  say that  they share 
important i d e a l s  w ith  t h e i r  r u r a l  c o u n t e r p a r t s .

(G a n d a l f ' s  Garden i t  seems t o  me was a f a i r  r e p r e s e n t a t i o  
o f  the i d e a l s  and a t t i t u d e s  o f  B r i t i s h  urban h i p p i e s .  I f a i l  
t o  understand the v i o l e n c e  o f  a t ta c k s  made on i t  in the past 
by Bel ladonna.  I t  seems to  have been c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by a 
g e n t le n e s s  and concern f o r  human problems which was fa r  from 
o b j e c t i o n a b l e )

Less important I would say as d e f i n i n g  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  
the h ippy  are the use o f  drugs and what Belladonna c a l l s  th e ir  
" o b c a s s i o n  w ith  s e x " .  Neither  of  th ese  things would seem to 
be important c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  the h i p p i e s  in the American 
communes.The use o f  drugs would seem to  be com p a ra t iv e ly  small  
and they  are a p p a re n t ly  monogamous. L ib e r a l  a t t i t u d e s  towards 
sex  and drugs are  probab ly  more important among urban h i p p i e s ,  
but th ese ,  I would s u g g e s t ,  are one s t e p  removed from what one 
might term the " c l a s s i c a l  h i p p y " .

( I  say t h i s  o f  the urban h i p p i e s  because they d i f f e r  
c o m p a ra t iv e ly  l i t t l e  from the type o f  person who l i v e d  on the 
f r i n g e s  o f  s o c i e t y  in b ig  c i t i e s  long b e f o r e  the term"hippy" 
was c o in e d .  Rural h ip p ie s  have,  on the other hand, attempted 
to  c r e a te  a l t e r n a t i v e  forms o f  s o c i a l  l i f e  in a way w hich ,  i f  
not  new,has not been in western c o u n t r i e s  in t h i s  ce n tu ry .
They have a l s o  fo rm u la ted ,  w ith  some degree  o f  c l a r i t y ,  a 
f a i r l y  d i s t i n c t i v e  p h i lo so p h y  o f  l i f e . )

Having d e f in e d  the term "h ip py"  I s h a l l  proceed w ith  an 
attempt to  show three t h i n g s ;  f i r s t l y  that a number o f  T o l k i e n ’ 
c r i t i s i s m s  o f  modern s o c i e t y  are  e x a c t l y  the same as the 
c r i t i s i s m s  h i p p i e s  make, s e c o n d ly ,  that  Tolkien is  by no means 
i l l - d i s p o s e d  towards escapism and "d r o p p i n g -o u t "  and, t h i r d l y  
that the h ippy  o u t lo o k ,  as c h a r a c t e r i z e d  ab ove ,  is  not  a t  a l l  
I n c o n s i s t e n t  w ith  the e t h i c a l  id e a l s  o f  "The Lord o f  the Rings"

F i r s t l y  the q u es t ion  o f  the s i m i l a r i t y  between T o l k i e n ' s  
and the h i p p i e s '  c r i t i c i s m s  o f  modern s o c i e t y .  Tolkien 
e x p l i c i t l y  s t a t e s  some o f  h i s  c r i t i c i s m s  in "On F a iry  S t o r i e s " ,  
and they are v e r y  s im i la r  t o  the views o f  many h i p p i e s .  His 
main ta r g e ts  are  the b l ind  worship  o f  t e c h n o l o g i c a l  advance 
and the ob se ss io n  w ith  inateriarl g o o d s .  His view that ' I t  is  
indeed an age o f  " improved means t o  d e t e r i o r a t e d  ends " '  
( B a l l a t i n e  Tolkien Reader p 6 4 ) . This is  a v iew ,  I th ink  that 
most h i p p i e s  would end orse .  Revuls ion  a g a in s t  the m ater ia l ism  
o f  American s o c i e t y  was c l e a r l y  one o f  the prime motives  in 
the development o f  the o r i g i n a l  h ip p y  movement. In co n n e c t io n  
w ith  t h i s  i s su e  i t  should be s t r e s s e d  t h a t ,  s i n c e  T o l k i e n ' s  
c r i t i c i s m s  were made in 1938, he cannot b)  in te r p r e t e d  as 
r eg a rd in g  s o c i e t y ' s  a i lm ents  beg inn ing  w ith  lon g  h a ir  and



p e rm is s iv e n e s s .  In f a c t  i t  is  c l e a r  that  he regards- these 
a i lm ents  as da t ing  from long b e f o r e  1938. This is  made c l e a r  
by the q u o ta t i o n  from Christopher  Davison's "P ro g re ss  and 
R e l i g i o n  " which T o lk ien  c i t e s  in a f o o t n o t e :  1 The f u l l  
V i c t o r i a n  panoply o f  top hat  and f r o c k  c o a t  undoubtedly  
expressed  something e s s e n t i a l  in the n in e te e n th  century  
c u l tu r e ,a n d  hence i t  has w ith  that  c u l tu r e  spread a l l  over the 
w o r ld ,  as no fa sh io n  o f  c l o t h i n g  has ever done b e f o r e .  I t  is  
p o s s i b l e  that  our descendants  w i l l  r e c o g n iz e  in i t  a kind o f  
grim A ssyr ian  beauty ,  f i t  enblem o f  the r u t h le s s  and g re a t  age 
th a t  c rea ted  i t ;  but however t h a t  may b e ,  i t  m isses  the d i r e c t  
and i n e v i t a b l e  beauty that a l l  c l o t h i n g  should have ,  because ,  
l i k e  i t ' s  parent c u l t u r e  i t  was out o f  touch  o f  the l i f e  o f  
na tu re ,  and human nature  as w e l l '  (T o lk ien  reader p 63)

The f i n a l  phrase o f  t h i s  q u o ta t io n  i s ,  I th ink ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  r e m in is ce n t  o f  h ippy  a t t i t u d e s  towards modern 
s o c i e t y .  I think i t  would be f a i r  to  say then that T o lk ien ,  
l i k e  the h i p p i e s ,  sees  the s i c k n e s s  o f  modern s o c i e t y  as be ing  
very  deep and as g o in g  bach an almost  i n d e f i n i t e  len g th  o f  
t im e .

S econ d ly  the q u e s t io n  o f  escapism and d r o p p in g - o u t .
Again I th ink  "On F a ir y  S t o r i e s  " p rov id es  c o n s id e r a b le  
e v id e n ce  to  support  my view. Escapism, T o lk ien  argues is  a 
d e s i r e  to  e s ca p e ,  not  from l i f e  'b u t  from uor present  time 
and s e l f -m a d e  m is e r y 1 ( Tolkien reader p .6 4 )

" Why," he asks ,  "should  a man be scorned  i f ,  f i n d i n g  
h i m s e l f  in p r i s o n ,  he t r i e s  t o  g e t  out and go home?"
(T o lk ie n  reader  p 60 ) .
He a l s o  comments c r i t i c a l l y  on a c l e r k  o f  Oxenford who b e l i e v e d  
th a t  he ' welcomed'  the p rox im ity  o f  mass p rodu ct ion  r o b o t -  
f a c t o r i e s ,  and the roar  o f  s e l f - o b s t r u c t i v e  m echanica l  
t r a f f i c  because i t  brought  h i s  u n i v e r c i t y  in to  " c o n t a c t  w ith  
r e a l  l i f e " .  In shor t  I th ink  i t  i s  c le a r  that  T o lk ien  can in 
no way be seen as an opponent o f  escapism or " d r o p p i n g -  out"

F i n a l l y  I come to  my c o n te n t io n  t h a t  the h ippy  o u t lo o k  
i s  not  a t  a l l  i n c o n s i s t e n t  w ith  the e t h i c a l  id e a ls  o f  "The 
Lord o f  the R i n g s . " .  So far  as I have on ly  c on s id ered  T o l k i e n ' s  
views as conta ined  in "On F a iry  S t o r i e s  I th ink  I have shown 
that  these  views are  in no ways Incom pat ib le  w ith  h ippy  v iew s .
I would c la im  in o p p o s i t i o n  to  Belladonna that  h i s  views in 
" The Lord o f  the Rings " are  l ik e w is e  com patib le  w ith  
h ip p y  o u t l o o k .  Belladonna argues that there  i s  no " d r o p p in g -  
out " or " do ing  ones own th in g "  in " The Lord o f  the Rings" f 
and that  t h e r e f o r e  the book must be regarded as fundamentally  
opposed to  th ese^ h in g s .  I f  one a c c e p ts  B e l la d o n n a 's  premise 
does  her c o n c lu s io n  n e c e s s a r i l y  f o l l o w ?  I t  seems to  me that  
i t  j u s t  does not .  We are  not  l i v i n g  in a s o c i e t y  rem ote ly  
comparable t o  those o f  the th ird  a g e -  to  put i t  in c o n c re te  
terms, l i v i n g  under the r u l e  o f  Ted Heath is  rather  d i f f e r e n t  
from the r u l e  o f  King E lessa r  -  t h e r e f o r e  a c t i o n s  a p p ro p r ia te  
in the Third age are not  n e c e s s a r i l y  a p p r o p r ia te  In the 
present  day. I would c la im  that one could  a c c e p t  many o f  the 
i d e a l s  that i l lu m in a te  "The Lord o f  the Rings" w h i le  a c t i n g  
r a th e r  d i f f e r e n t l y  from the ch a ra c te rs  in the s t o r y .  I would 
su g g e s t  in a d d i t i o n  that  B e l la d o n n a 's  premise i s  perhaps 
n o t s o  o b v io u s ly  true as she th inks  i t  i s .  I s h a n ' t  go in t o  th is  
beyond p o in t in g  out  that  G a l a d r ie l  i s  a very  d e f i n i t e  example 
o f  "d o in g  ones own ’ th ing"  She was the l a s t  su rv iv or  o f  the 
P r inces  and Queens who led the r e v o l t i n g  Nodor t o  e x i l e  in 
M id d le -E a r th .  A f t e r  the overthrow o f  M or go th  a t  the end o f  the 
f i r s t  age ,  a ban was s e t  upon her r e tu r n ,  and she had r e p l i e d  
proud ly  that  she had no wish to  do so .  (The road goes ever on )


