
22nd April 1938. 

T. Haavelmo, Esq., 

Maison Blauadet, 

51, Rue Monge, 

Paris 5e. 

Dear Mr. Haavelmo, 

 Thank you very much for your letter. I shall be delighted to see you again on your visit 

to Oxford, although I am afraid I shall not be able to give you much help on supply and 

demand problems. I have not worked on them for rather a long time. Yet I hope to learn 

much from a conversation with you on these or any other aspects of your work. The 

beginning of May would suit me all right provided you send me a note in advance, as other 

engagements may crop up after term begins. If you could arrange to be here on Friday the 

6th at  2.30 I should be able to introduce you to most of the research workers here, during a 

research seminar. 

Yours sincerely, 

J. Marschak 



c/o The Rockefeller Foundation 

49 West 49th street N.Y.C 

August 9, 1940 

Dear Professor Marschak: 

 While her in Colorado Springs I have been thinking a little on the effect of the rate of 

interest on investment. As you remember Tinbergen includes the rate of investment as a 

separate variable in his “explanation” of investment, but he gets insignificant regression 

coefficient for it. And from this he concludes that the rate of interest has little or no 

influence upon investment. I think I have some sort of explanation of this result of his, and I 

think also that the rate of interest may have considerable influence upon investment in spite 

of its insignificant regression coefficient, namely indirectly via its effect upon net profit. I 

have explained this a little more in the enclosed note. I would be very thankful if you would 

look It through, and send me a few words about it. 

 We have had a fine time out here. There were a few quite good lectures at the 

conference also, but the discussions were very much “vacation-colored”. I attended about 

half of the lectures. There were no afternoon discussions this year. 

        Sincerely 

        Trygve Haavelmo 

Professor J. Marschak 

100 Buckingham 

Yonkers, Nepherhan 

N.Y. 



Trygve Haavelmo      17 Ware Street, Cambridge, Mass. 

        October 23, 1941 

Professor Dr. J. Marschak 

The New School for Social Research 

66 West 12 st. New York City. 

Dear Marschak: 

 It seems a long time since I wrote to you, but there hasn’t been much to report on my 

side lately. As you probably know, Wald and I spent the summer in Maine. And since then, I 

have been at Harvard, working on “dynamizing” Keynes. I had mimeographed the chief 

results of my work on methods in econometrics, and I hope you received the copy I sent you. 

 Now, as my fellowship is coming to an end soon, (January 1), and as everybody - 

Frisch in particular – urges me to stay on here, I feel somewhat uneasy. I hope, therefore, 

you will forgive me if I take the liberty to ask you for some advice in these personal matters. 

 In short, I shall have to look for some temporary teaching or research occupation 

within a rather short time. And my information as to opportunities is very poor. Could I ask 

you for any suggestions? I should be more than grateful for any advice you would give. As to 

the choice of field, I am prepared to be rather elastic at this time. 

 I am, of course, still here on a student visa, and I haven’t taken any steps to change 

this. But this is no hindrance for my taking work here to support myself, provided the work 

lies within my field of study. I have personally inquired about this at the State Department in 

Washington. The Rockefeller Foundation would also, I know, back up any necessary formal 

arrangements in this respect. 

 Could you find occasion to send me a few lines on this matter? I might also very well 

take a trip to New York one of these days, to see you there, if you think so. I would certainly 

appreciate any information you might give. 

 Again, forgive me for bothering you with this matter 

        Yours very sincerely 

        Trygve Haavelmo 



THE GRADUATE FACULTY OF POLITICAL AND SOCIAL SCIENCE 

THE NEW SCHOOL FOR SOCIAL RESEARCH, 66 West 12th Street – New York City 

Oct. 25, 41 

 

My dear Haavelmo, 

 I have just received your letter. There are two main questions to solve, as far as I am 

concerned: 

1. Whether I can succeed in convincing my colleagues at the Graduate Faculty that your 

cooperation would fill an important gap in our program (this is my sincere conviction). 

2. Whether I can secure the financial help of the Rockefeller Foundation under one of two 

headings: 

a) by including you into the category of “Refugee Scholars” to whom teaching grants are 

distributed by a committee consisting of Alvin Johnson (New School) on the one hand and 

the Rockefeller Foundation on the other, and who are given teaching positions at the New 

School for two years. 

b) by enlarging a small research project of mine, financed at present by the Rockefeller 

Foundation and forming a part of the research program of the Faculty. 

 Ad a): Strictly, the funds in question are reserved for helping people to get out of 

Europe, and are not applied to those who are already in this country. Yet, an exception may 

be made perhaps, especially in the case of a former Rockefeller fellow. 

 Ad b): A small grant maintains at present ½ assistant and 1 computer; we work on 

estimating demand curves for consumption goods with the help of data on family budgets, 

national income, and total demand. The project expires in June 41. We may find a logical 

form of developing it, e.g. we may go over to production goods and take over the cost curves 

studies which Joel Dean has to abandon now as he is too busy with defense work. Or you 

may suggest something else – experience shows that the Foundation is usually not willing to 

finance a research project presented to fit the interest of one particular scholar; but the 

Foundation is willing to help in expanding an Institution’s research work in a project which 

the Institution has been pursuing for some time. 

Now, back to 1.: At present, Gumbel teaches mathematical statistics, Kaehler elementary 

statistics (both methods and sources) - in addition to economic courses he gives); there are 

also courses in “Elementary Math. Economics”, and “Introduction to Econometrics” which I 

give in alternating years, and a tutorial course “Mathematics for Economists” given by a 

young engineer Mr. D. Rosh. Yet in my opinion we are not sufficiently equipped as yet, as 

each of these courses have only 30 lectures (double hours) a year: Gumbel’s course does not 

seem to suit the special need of economists, and Kaehler’s course is too short and should be 



supplemented by solid laboratory work. Also, sociologists and psychologists do not seem to 

get any statistical training at present.  – Gumbel is a “Refugee scholar” in the sense defined 

under 2a; his courses are [??] by the Graduate Faculty; his two years expires in June 1942 

and I wonder what his plans and possibilities are. In my opinion you would fill an important 

gap, and we could, with your help, reorganize our work here so as to provide solid 

instruction for both elementary and more advanced. (altho, alas! not too advanced, if often 

very gifted) students in all the fields of quantitative methods applied to Social Science. 

 Combination of research and teaching is, of course, a possibility of which we may also 

talk to the Rockefeller Foundation. This is, unfortunately, the only financial source of which I 

know. Another one might be the Free Norwegian Committee (I am not sure about the name) 

which may be interested in you as the corresponding Belgian Committee has been in Belgian 

scholars. Can you give any suggestions? 

 If you could help me in these efforts (which, as you see, are purely egoistical on my 

part, because I do believe that you would really help this Faculty’s work) by supplying me 

with further information at once, I would be thankful. I am meeting on Wednesday 3 or 4 of 

my colleagues informally with the very object of assessing our teaching program in statistics, 

mathematical economics, and Economical Theory – your letter comes just in time. Could a 

second letter from you reach me before Wednesday? (write by Special Delivery). If possible, 

I shall try to see Kittredge on Tuesday. If you write on any day except Tuesday, address the 

letter to my private address: 3902 Spuyten Duyvil Parkway, New York. This will save delay. 

 I am a very enthusiastic reader of your mimeographed book. Thank you for sending it 

to me, I want to talk with you on various prints before long. 

Sincerely, 

J. Marschak  



Trygve Haavelmo      17 Ware Street, Cambridge, Mass. 

         October 26, 1941. 

Professor Dr. J. Marschak 

3902 Spuyten Duyvil Parkway 

New York City 

Dear Marschak: 

 I feel very much encouraged by your kind letter, which I have just received. I don’t 

know how to thank you for all the interest you have shown me. 

 I may say at once: If you think that I would be of any value to your Faculty, along one 

or the other of the lines indicated in your paper, I would be very happy to accept any such 

opportunity. If, therefore, you have a chance to start some arbitration on this with your 

Faculty (or Rockefeller Foundation), I am happy to give you free hands as to fitting me into 

the arrangement. And whatever might be the result, would certainly like very much teaching 

along those lines you indicate, it would be precisely the kind of position I now hold in 

Norway. I never got a chance to go back there and take it over. I got it while being here and 

have leave of absence, for the “duration”. 

 I presume that the additional information you would want from me at this stage, 

would be some data regarding my scientific activities up to now. I enclose a sort of 

curriculum vitae, which I thought you would find convenient. It is not in a very nice shape, 

but I wanted to hurry back this answer, and didn’t take time for retyping.  

 I am very much interested in the research projects you have underway, in particular 

since I had a study of cost curves on my program for the Rockefeller Fellowship. I would be 

very happy in assisting you in making out research programs, and add a few suggestions of 

my own. But I take it that you wanted – and as soon as possible – my reaction to your 

suggestions, rather than further plans that I might think of. 

 The Rockefeller Foundation already knows that I am looking for some occupation, 

and they told me they would be glad to cooperate. 

 I am not sure whether I have answered your letter exhaustively. I would send you 

promptly any additional information you might want, or copies of my publications, etc. And, 

as I mentioned in my last letter, I could come down to New York any time. 

 Thank you again, irrespective of whether any result comes out or not. 

        Sincerely 

        Trygve Haavelmo 



3902 Spuytden Duyvil Parkway 

New York City  October 30, 1941 

Kingsbridge 3-4143 

 

My dear Haavelmo: 

 My impressions up to date are favorable, although you will understand that no 

formal decisions could be taken at this early stage. 

 Alvin Johnson and the present Dean of the Graduate Faculty both reacted favourably 

to my proposal in your behalf; so did also several members of the Economics Department 

interested in the field. We shall have to outline mores specifically the courses you would 

have to take. This can be done when you next come to New York. In the meantime, the 

question of your appointment will be brought before the Faculty meeting next Wednesday, 

when, I hope, a Committee will be elected to report on the merits of the case. The report 

will then be discussed at the following Faculty meeting. 

 As the financing will entirely depend upon the Rockefeller Foundation I have taken up 

the matter there at once. Again, my impressions is favourable although the officer (Mr. 

Kittredge) could not, of course, commit himself. The Trustees will consider allocations at a 

meeting in December, but I hope to get the Director’s (Mr. Willits) informal assent as soon as 

we present them an outline of the research intended. A report on the work done in the last 

½ year by Garvy and myself will be also ready by then. I enclose its short, partly outdated 

outline. It may be worthwhile to preserve some continuity, if only within very wide limits, 

and only at the beginning. In general, the Foundation is especially inclined to give grants 

where the individual interests fit into what they think is the general trend of the work of an 

Institution or group. They know of my interest in Econometrics in general and will probably 

be inclined to help our cooperation. 

 The most practical thing will be for you to work out your suggestion as to the 

research topics, and to meet here after I had a chance to read them. What about coming 

here next week? I should be happy to introduce you to some of the Faculty members before 

next Wednesday – say on Monday and Tuesday. And could I have your research suggestions 

by mail (special delivery), say, on Sunday? 

 Your teaching duties will be, at least at the beginning, not heavy ones. The course in 

Elementary Statistical Methods (called General Statistics and covering approximately Mills 

textbook) will be given by Kaehler but you may be asked as far as elementary students are 

concerned, to give a helping hand in building up and conducting a “laboratory class” which 

we lack at present and need very badly. We can also think of an elementary course in market 

analysis. But it is your cooperation in advanced work with a few selected students – mixture 

of teaching and research – which I personally shall appreciate most of all. There is a nucleus 

of intelligent and interested students who are willing to improve their mathematics and 

economics and seem to be rather promising, although the best ones are from time to time 



snatched away by Washington, and they have practically all to support themselves. 

 Have you had word from Koopmans yet? We are planning to take up again the 

discussion group which met last year once a month at the National Bureau and consisted of 

Koopmans, Wald, Mendershausen, Pollak, and a few of my students in addition to occasional 

guests. We thought of asking you, Samuelson and Staehle and Leontief to join us. 

  Yours Sincerely 

  J. Marschak 



Trygve Haavelmo      17 Ware St., Cambridge, Mass 

        October 31, 1941 

Professor Dr. J. Marschak 

3902 Spuyten Duyvil Pkw. 

New York City 

Dear Marschak: 

 Thank you for your letter, which I received this morning. I am enclosing a list of 

research projects, more or less those I have had in mind for some time. I hope you will find it 

clear enough as a basis for further discussion. 

 I shall be in New York on Monday morning (November 3), and shall call you by phone. 

I am very happy that you have time to see me. (I might stay in New York for a couple of 

days). I had planned to go down to New York one of these anyway. Then we can discuss 

everything, including your discussion group. (I haven’t heard anything from Koopmans yet). 

 Did I send you a copy of my Memorandum on Frisch’s Confluence Analysis? I shall 

bring a few copies down with me. It is being used here at Harvard now. 

       Yours Sincerely 

       Trygve Haavelmo 



3902 Spuyten Duyvil Parkway 

New York City        November 13, 1941 

Kingsbridge 3-4143 

My dear Haavelmo: 

 I have just told T. Kittredge on the telephone that the Graduate Faculty has decided 

yesterday to offer you the appointment to a lectureship in Economics. The Rules of the 

Faculty say that “appointments of lecturers are made for one year but may be renewed”. I 

have expressed the hope, in the conversation with Mr. Kittredge, that the support of the 

Foundation would be given for at least one year. 

 Kittredge has promised that the matter will be considered within the next ten days. It 

is possible that they will first decide on the renewal of your grant for the first half of the 

ensuing calendar year; while the provision for the later period, in the form of a grant in aid, 

will be made somewhat later, as It may involve the assent of their Board of Trustees. I hope 

that the simpler way, i.e. the granting of an annual sum, subject to a further renewal, will be 

chosen; but even if that is not possible for formal reasons, I should not worry. 

 Personally, I am looking forward with very great hopes to our cooperation. I have 

described it in a letter to the Rockefeller Foundation which I wrote last week and a copy of 

which I am enclosing. It is largely based on the talk we have had here. 

 Hoping that you will come 

   Sincerely Yours 

   J. Marschak. 

 P.S. I have now arranged with Koopmans and Wallis, and with a few people at the 

National Bureau of Ec. Research that our last year’s Seminar will continue in the form of full-

day’s meetings on Saturdays every second month. We shall meet at the Hillside, which is a 

countryside branch of the National Bureau, not far from here. The next meeting will be on 

Saturday December 5 at 10 a.m. Subjects: 

 1. Five tests of significance of time series, -- Wallis and Moore. 

 2. International capital transfers after wars, -- Pollak. 

  We hope you will be able to come. 



Trygve Haavelmo 

17 Ware Street, Cambridge, Mass. 

        November 14, 1941 

Professor Dr. J. Marschak 

3902 Spuyten Duyvil Pkw. 

New York City 

Dear Marschak: 

 I received your telegram yesterday, and your letter today. Needless to say, your 

message made me very happy, not only because it points towards a practical solution of the 

problem of my staying in this country, but because I am looking forward to an interesting 

cooperation with you and your staff, and to the possibility of getting into some “real 

econometric work”. 

 As to the more practical side of the arrangement, it would be O.K. with me if the 

Rockefeller Foundation be willing to extend my present grant for another half-year, as a first 

step (hoping that there will not be very much more inflation in the meantime). Ordinarily, I 

think, I should myself have made a formal application to the Foundation for such an 

extension. But, I take it, that is not really necessary now. Or how is it? Anyhow, I shall 

probably hear from Mr. Kittredge about the matter before long. As I remember, we agreed 

that I should not myself take any steps with the foundation for the time being. And so I shall 

await further developments. 

 If, when planning lectures for the coming term, you find it practical to fit me into a 

course or two, as discussed, I would be glad to take part. There might, however, be a small 

formal problem there, in case I continue as a Fellow for the next half-year: Fellow should as a 

rule not engage in regular teaching, they should stick to their research program on a full time 

basis. But under the present circumstances I think the problem is not one of importance, and 

no trouble will arise, I am sure. In any case I shall move down to New York within the next 

month (possibly even before the next meeting of your seminar, so that I might take part). So 

that our cooperation might start in any case. For the time being, I suppose I had better wait 

for word from the Foundation, as to their decision. According to your letter, I expect to hear 

from them (or maybe from you) within a couple of weeks. I shall then write you and make 

definite arrangements. 

 Thank you also for handling this matter with the Rockefeller Foundation, and for the 

nice words in your report. From discussions with Kittredge I know that your opinion has a 

decisive influence there. I shall try to do my best to justify your recommendations. 

Looking forward to seeing you soon, I remain 

      Yours sincerely 

      Trygve Haavelmo 



Trygve Haavelmo 

c/o The Norwegian Shipping and 

Trade Mission, Room 1419 

80 Broad Street, N.Y.C.       June 30,1943 

Professor Dr. J. Marschak 

The Cowles Commission for 

Research in Economics 

The University of Chicago 

Dear Marschak: 

 During the last few months I have been doing some further work on the small volume 

“On the theory and measurement of economic relations” which was mimeographed at 

Harvard a couple of years ago. There have been quite a demand for these notes, from 

various universities and libraries, so that now I have got only a few copies left. I have 

therefore been thinking that maybe it would be worthwhile to have the thing published. I 

have now rearranged the content in what I think is a more logical order and I have also 

added a new chapter on the problem of Prediction. I just got the MS back from Professor 

Lange, who has been kind enough to read the whole thing, and he says, quite 

enthusiastically, that “the book should be published by all means”. And he also said that he 

would talk the matter over with you and others in Chicago when he gets back there in a 

couple of weeks. If you would have any suggestions to make as to possible ways of 

publication, I would be very thankful. I am afraid that I am rather green as far as knowing 

how to publish things in this country is concerned. 

 Lange told me that, even before he had read the revised MS, he had discussed the 

matter with Mr. Cowles and Mr. Leavens. There was the possibility of a separate issue of 

Econometrica. And, according to Lange, there seemed to be only one difficulty involved in 

such a plan, namely the paper shortage (of all things!). But he also mentioned various other 

possibilities, e.g. the Cowles Commission (although this latter possibility might be barred by 

the fact that I have not been on the Commission’s staff). 

 Whatever suggestions you could make, either to Lange or to me directly, concerning 

this matter, would certainly be much appreciated. 

       With best wishes for summer 

        yours sincerely 

       Trygve Haavelmo 



Cowles Commission 

for research in Economics 

The University of Chicago 

July 2, 1943 

Mr. Trygve Haavelmo 

c/o The Norwegian Shipping and 

Trade Mission 

Room 1419 

80 Broad Street 

New York 4, New York 

Dear Haavelmo: 

 Thank you for your letter of June 30. Recent discussion within the commission 

regarding the issuing regular supplements to Econometrica had explicitly your mimeogram 

on the list of desired publications. I am so glad you have devoted some time now to 

preparing the book for the press. It is true that regular supplements to a periodical 

(procedure which would help to circulate the book as it would then be sent gratis to all 

subscribers of the Journal) is precluded by war regulations. I do hope, however, that another 

way will be found. 

 Can you let me know what the size of the book will be in its new form. Tintner’s 

monograph on Time Series was the shortest publication in the series so far. Will yours be of 

a similar size? It seems that it is more difficult to publish a longer than a short monograph, 

ridiculous though it may seem! 

 You will hear about the matter some tome during the next week or two; but please 

answer the question regarding size in the meantime. 

      Cordially, 

      J. Marschak 



Professor Dr. Jacob Marschak 

The Cowles Commission 

The University of Chicago 

Chicago, Illinois 

Dear Marschak: 

 I have received your letter with suggestions regarding title and sub-titles for the 

Cowles Commission publication. Thank you very much. 

 Your proposal for a common title is, I think, very good indeed. It might perhaps be 

argued that it claims too much, but that could be remedied by adding the words 

“Contributions to…” in smaller print at the top of the title. These two words can of course be 

omitted on the backbone of the volume. 

 The title for my part of the book I would like to change for the following reasons. 

First, I think (but I might be wrong) that the adjective “stochastic” usually refers to the object 

of an analysis rather than to the method of analysis. (It means simply “random” doesn’t it?). 

“Stochastic” in your suggestion of sub-title for my part is evidently intended to have the 

same meaning as “probabilistic” (which probably is an awful word in a title). Next, I would 

like the title of my part to express the fact that my analysis deals not only with methods of 

statistical analysis in economics but also with the foundations for this, namely the 

probabilistic formulation of economic models. I would, therefore, prefer the following title 

for my part, if there are not too serious objections to its length: 

“THE PROBABILITY APPROACH in the THEORY AND MEASUREMENT OF ECONOMIC 

RELATIONS”.  

As a second, shorter, alternative I would suggest: 

“THE PROBABILITY APPROACH IN ECONOMETRICS”. 

As a third alternative I would suggest the title which my MS now has (or – if possible – the 

same title as you have suggested as common title for the whole book). However, I feel that 

your idea that something about probability should occur in the title of my part is good, so 

that my preference would be one of the two first alternatives above (or a different wording 

if better). But I might be wrong in my judgement, and I shall gratefully accept your final 

decision as to what you think is best. 

        Sincerely, 

        Trygve Haavelmo 



Cowles Commission 

For Research in Economics 

The University of Chicago 

Chicago 37, Illinois 

August 2, 1945 

Mr. Trygve Haavelmo 

Norwegian Embassy 

3401 Massachusetts Avenue 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Trygve: 

 Thank you for your letter. We are happy to know Frisch is all right and are all looking 

forward to hearing more about and from him. 

 It is very likely that you will soon have a visit of Professor Neil Jacoby, one of the Vice 

Presidents of this University and a member of the Faculty of its Business School. (You may 

know his and Saulnier’s volume on Corporation Financing, published at the National Bureau.) 

The Business School is looking for someone to succeed Joel H. Dean (now at Columbia) and 

John Smith (now at BLS.) You know both names – e.g. from their contributions to the H. 

Schultz Memorial volume. The other statisticians at the School are Theodore Yntema (now 

on leave of absence) and Miss Derrick. There is also great interest for sampling (for purposes 

of marketing research), represented by G. Brown. 

 I wonder whether this possibility will appeal to you. I don’t know the details of 

teaching load etc. it seems that both Joel Dean and J. Smith did have time to do research. On 

the other hand, it is true that the School lays the greatest emphasis on providing their 

students with good teaching personnel; on this point, I could not give Jacoby much 

information as I don’t even know whether you have taught in Europe or only did research; 

and if the former, if you liked to teach. 

 It seems to me that the opening at the Business School of the University of Chicago is 

not a bad one, at least as a beginning. I need not assure you, of course, how gratified our 

group at the Cowles Commission would be if we would have you in Chicago. If you can come 

we can “really get somewhere!” 

 Much will depend on whether Mr. Jacoby will be satisfied as to your liking of teaching 

and your ability to teach. 

        Cordially, 

        Jacob Marschak 



          June 12, 1947 

Dear Marschak, 

I feel very sad about this state of affairs, but it is unavoidable. Since I wrote my last letter to you I 

have discussed the matter with the people in the Department of Monetary Policy in the Ministry of 

Finance, where I am now working. Result: There just isn’t any possibility of taking time off for a trip 

abroad, at least not until the end of this year. We are now gathering material for the National Budget 

for 1948. A first draft of the budget has to be prepared during the month of September. The pressure 

of work from now on until about November 30 will be simply terrific. But after that time I am going 

back to more quiet work at the Institute. You might well ask why I have gotten into this. It’s a long 

story, but the main reasons are that a successful completion of the work that now goes on in the 

Ministry of Finance is of considerable importance to the future of the Institute and that the present 

work also has some significance in connection with my own position with the University. But again I 

must say that I feel pretty sad about the whole matter. I guess I shall have to look forward to another 

conference. 

Regards to Koopmans, and others. 

      Yours 

      Trygve Haavelmo 



JACOB MARSCHAK 

202 Junipera Serra Blvd. 

Stanford, California 

 

Dec. 13, 55 

Dear Trygve, 

How are you, and is there a chance of seeing you soon? 

Marianne and I are enjoying this year (free of teaching, administration etc) at the Center for 

Behavioral Studies. As you know perhaps, Leo Hurwicz, Martin Beckmann and Roy Radner 

are also here for the year (before moving on to New Haven next fall), and we also see 

occasionally the Stanford friends: Arrow, Houthakker, Chernoff.  

We live in the mountains some 10 miles from Palo Alto, a very great change from Chicago 

streets. 

The Yale contingent of the Cowles group is apparently healthy – Tjalling likes it there very 

much; Debreu had difficulties in finding a house, but found the people friendly. 

Really, it is time for you to visit this country again! Would you be interested in spending a 

year here? 

 Warm wishes 

 Your Jacob 

Remember me to Frisch, please! How is Bjerve? And Stoltz? 



          February 28, 1956 

Professor Jacob Marschak 

202 Junipero Serra Bld. 

Stanford, California 

U.S.A 

Dear Marschak,  

 This is a much delayed “thank you” for your greetings of Dec. 13. It was good to hear 

from you, and to learn that you are having a pleasant time in the west. 

 You are going to the Cowles Foundation next fall, aren’t you? I am looking forward to 

go there to see you and others in the fall of 1957 (my sabbatical year, finally). 

 Everything is fine here. We have a good staff of young economists. But I am afraid we 

do less of econometrics than we ought to, due mainly to the fact that modern econometrics 

requires such large-scale computational operations. But there is still lots done in improving 

upon economic theory! 

 Warm greetings to yourself, friends and colleagues. 

     Yours 

    Trygve Haavelmo 


	Marschak - Haavelmo  22.4.1938
	Haavelmo - Marschak 9.8.1940
	Haavelmo - Marschak 23.10.1941
	Marschak - Haavelmo  25.10.1941
	Haavelmo - Marschak 26.10.1941
	Marschak - Haavelmo 30.10.1941
	Haavelmo - Marschak 31.10.1941
	Marschak - Haavelmo 13.11.1941
	Haavelmo - Marschak 14.11.1941
	Haavelmo - Marschak 30.06.1943
	Marschak - Haavelmo  2.7.1943
	Haavelmo - Marschak 24.9.1943
	Marschak - Haavelmo 2.8.1945
	Haavelmo - Marschak 12.06.1947
	Marschak - Haavelmo 13.12.1955
	Haavelmo - Marschak 28.2.1956

