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                    Abstract
Some facets of the life of Hans Bethe after World War II are presented to illustrate how Paul Forman’s works, and in particular his various theses—on mathematics and physics in Wilhelmine and Weimar Germany, on physics in the immediate post-World War II period, and on postmodernity—have influenced my biography of Bethe. Some aspects of the history of post-World War II quantum field theory, of solid state/condensed matter physics, and of the development of neoliberalism—the commitment to the belief that the market knows best, to free trade, to enhanced privatization, and to a drastic reduction of the government’s role in regulating the economy—are reviewed in order to make some observations regarding certain “top-down” views in solid state physics in postmodernity, the economic and cultural condition of many Western societies since the 1980s, the decade in which many historians assume modernity to have ended.
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                    Notes
	The sociologist Robert K. Merton observed that if two scientists arrive at similar conclusions, the more eminent or famous scientist will often receive more credit. Merton coined the term "Matthew Effect" to describe the phenomenon, from Jesus' parable of the talents as told in Matthew 25:29: "For unto every one that hath shall be given, and he shall have abundance: but from him that hath not shall be taken even that which he hath."


	
                    Lebensphilosophie (“philosophy of life”) emerged in Germany during the nineteenth century as a reaction to the emphasis on science and rationalism in philosophy. It emphasized the meaning and purpose of life and had a anti-rational, Romantic component in its outlook.
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