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It was in 1978 that I met Professor Larry Friedman at Bowl-
ing Green State University in my first year on the faculty when I
was appointed Dean of Libraries. He was a Distinguished Univer-
sity Professor of History and noted for his activism and scholarly
contributions, particularly for the rights of minorities and the men-
tally ill. He specialized in the history of psychology and psychiatry
(in which he used biography most effectively to tell the story of 20™
century psychology and its practice) as well as modern intellectual
and cultural history.

Our collegial relationship and friendship developed when I
co-taught a course with Larry on the history of philanthropy at
Bowling Green State University. It was in this setting that I be-
came a disciple of exploratory discourse that Larry used most effec-
tively in engaging with students. The open-ended questioning of
what we know, how we know it, why we need to know it, and what
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it means for oneself and the greater society was a habit that [ have
tried to employ in my own thinking and teaching.

Upon joining the Center on Philanthropy at Indiana Univer-
sity in 1990 to work with Robert Payton, the gospel of exploratory
discourse was essential in our work as we sought to integrate re-
search from disciplines and fields of study to a new understanding
of the origins and practice of philanthropy locally and globally.
After a couple of years, we had the good fortune of recruiting Larry
to Indiana University’s History Department in Bloomington as a
professor of History and a professor of Philanthropy Studies with
the Center of Philanthropy. He led the effort to engage more histo-
rians and students to explore and seek new ways of understanding
philanthropy.

After many years of exploratory discourse on the history of
philanthropy, perhaps one of his greatest contributions to philan-
thropic literature was his editorship with Mark McGarvie on Chari-
ty, Philanthropy, and Civility in American History, published in
2003. In his intro essay, “Philanthropy in America: Historicism
and its Discontents,” Larry provides a much-needed critique and
challenges historians to be more engaged with “Philanthropic
scholarship” by applying “satisfactory evidential and methodologi-
cal imperatives.” The academic historians selected to author the
diverse essays in this volume provide fresh perspectives of philan-
thropy over many places and periods in America’s past, thus ac-
complishing in part the goal to “historicize” the history of philan-
thropy.

It was Larry who connected for me and many others the
contribution of psychology to the understanding of philanthropy as
defined by Robert Payton as “voluntary action for the public good.”
In Friedman’s 1999 book, Identity’s Architect: A Biography of Erik
H. Erikson, we are introduced to Erikson’s eight-stage “life cycle”
and the idea of “generativity.” Larry masterfully makes the con-
nection of Erikson’s ideas to our understanding of serial reciprocity
and philanthropy expressed in the form of charitable giving, volun-
teerism, and transfer of wealth.

Over the years, Larry and I had many fruitful conversations
that enlightened me. Exploratory discourse in teaching about phi-
lanthropy and challenging our moral imagination provides not only
insights into the structure and practices of past civil society but also
calls for many modes of thought and critical perspectives as we
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know the present and future love of humankind.

Dwight F. Burlingame, PhD, is Professor Emeritus of
Philanthropic Studies at Indiana University where he taught various
philanthropy and nonprofit courses and provided various academic
leadership roles at the Center/School of Philanthropy. He served as
editor of Nonprofit and Voluntary Sector Quarterly for six years;
editor of the Philanthropic and Nonprofits Studies book series for
Indiana University Press for 30 years; and editor of the three-
volume set Philanthropy in America: A Comprehensive Historical
Encyclopedia (2004). He can be contacted at dburling@iupui.edu.
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In writing about Larry Friedman and what he has meant to
me, | feel bereft and behind the curve. Unlike other colleagues who
can write about decades of friendship and scholarship, I have just a
few years. Still, [ know this short time has shown me so much of
what Larry, and knowing Larry, is about.

My first encounter with Larry was in 2015 when he present-
ed “Why We Hate” to the Psychohistory Forum. I was instantly
impressed and filled with admiration. Awed. He was so human, so
down to earth, which made his rich material so accessible. As I of-
ten do in the presence of a great researcher and academic, I felt
comparatively unaccomplished.

Still, when Ted Cox approached me and said, “several of us
are going out to dinner, would you like to join us?” I said yes.
Then I discovered there were just four of us, including Hannah Tur-
ken, and that Larry was seated across the table from me. I wasn’t
going to be able to hide and just be an observer.

There was absolutely nothing to hide from. While Larry
talked about people I didn’t know and events I hadn’t witnessed,
the conversation was fascinating. Then, he started talking about
baseball, and more to the point, the Toledo Mud Hens.



