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ST PATRICK'S RECOORY
DUBLIN ONTARIO

June 24 1960

Dear Charels,

I am sending by this mail the MS on Natural Science.
Although it covers ground nowvsomehwat familiar to me from your
previous articles and apapers, I find it quite interesting by reason o
of the remarkable passages from Heisenberger and Born. These feklows
are far from being stupid after all. Its is too bad that the second-
rate writers don't read them more carefully. I have been reflecting,
though, how puzzling the bigger men may seem to the little men. Born
and his ppers deserve very great credit, I should think, for seeing
these principles, when theyk have had no special philosophical form-
mation, and with a whole world pretty much against them.

If T can get time to make copies of them, I would like to send yo
you copies & of a couple of conferences which I give to priests, and of
one that I sometimes give to nuns. I would like you to read them
over with two ends in view: first, to point out any bad thinking
in philosophy or theology; and secondly, to add any ideas which
may suggest themselves to you.

No use, I suppose, to bring this up again. Do you recall that I
once mentioned a young doctor of philosophy at our university, Harlod
Johnson by name. A remarkable phenomenon in these parts because, although
fommed in modern American universities, and surrounded by colleagues
who are all postiviists or prgamatisits, etc., he calls himself a
Thomist. He asked me to recommend him to the C. Council for a small
grant to cover expenses while he went to Toronto during the summer
to work at the Quinque Viae. Toronto here just means the use of the
library at the Medieval Institute. I did recommend him, and he got
his grant. )

Now the question he wants to "research" in, is the reason
for five ways, rather than three or six. It's a question, and no harm
can come from going into it. (How our boy is going to get far beats me,
since he reads Latin hardly at all. ~—= Imagine, becoming a Thomist
with no better fare than is provided by the existing transaltions)
I have tried to help him, but am beyond my depth. I also consulted
Wildgen, who had nothing to offer.
A3} right, why ARE there five ways. What is back of the number?
Why not three? or eighteen? You ought to be able to provide the man
with at least a lead. I hate to think what will happen to him
if he simply reads or listens to the men who will be available in
Toronto
I was sorry tolearn,of all your family troubles,
and particularly sorry to hear that A thur is still having such trouble
in finding his way. Why not let the poor boy give up school. These nervous
types are surely better off working as technicians, or just plain
good mechanics, surely. VWhen does Tom get married? After the Oxford
exams? I don't believe in long engagementsg,

Singerely in Christ

s /<C<—<»~ 0—0[

(Karsh is coming to photograph our chapel this week. I hope some favorable
publicity will come of it, for Fhil and for our Lady)
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UNIVERSITE LAVAL

Quesec, CANADA.

July 22, 1960

Dear Father Durand:

First,the bird-shot is only an ardogy,which can give no more
than an extrinsic approach to the problem at hand. The related pro-
portions (hunter,birshot; intellect,radiation) shoudld not be pinned
down too neatly.

You point out that mutations are random in at least two senses,
I wish I understood your distinction. The radiation is analogous to
the shot. As to the unlikeness of the mutations themselves, this is
accounted for by the differences in the subjects which the radiation
akiximx affects., And why can their cause not be purposeful? Why should
random dissimilarity exclude purpose when it results in some favourable
mutations? As Aristotelians (and Darwin seems to go along with this)
we observe nature seeking to propagate an to improve umpon her works,
I had no difficulty seeing this when I read de Vries,as a student in
Louvain, You must admit that there is an anology between the way qgéture
maintains the species and the way she brings about new ones.--To convince
me, you will have to state your case differently.

But I remain very much awa}é of the difficulty A@j?élating the
effects,such as favourable showers, to their proportiocnate cause,
It is significant that Aristotle,where he shows how they who believe
that everything in nature can be explained in terms of causes that
are prior in being (agens et materia), should give an example of
how they would go about explaifig the formation of clowds,of rainfall,
and the growth of crops. This view is to him untenable, But he leaves
the whole thing up in the air. Now there must be some good reason
for his procedure, St,Thomas observes,brieflyx®,that they who would
take this example in earnest would make a false assumption. "Unde
augmentum frumenti inconvenienter accipitur in exemplum: comparatur
enim causa universalis ad effectum particularem." St.Thomas means,
ir I understand, that a universal agent is involved, that we see in
some measure how it works(for if the whole business were in our hands
we would form clouds the way nature does, and make rain fall so that
the crops might grow), but we do not in fact know who this agent
is. At any rate,we must relate these particular effects to a universal
cause,even though we do not know just what this cause is. Void pourquoi
Aristotle shuts his mouth, Meantime the other fellows can have thd r
way,up to a point.

A Father Paul Philippe,0.P., wrote on the subject of friendship | )}
and he has something to say on the problem you raiseg¢l'amitié chrétienngLJ
I'm sending the book to you under separate cover. I have an idea,though,
and you seem to have the same one: it would be contrary to nature to
frown upon special friends in a large community, St, Thomas,after
all,was a very special friend of Reginald of Piperno,his secretary,

Such friendships would be largely based upon natural temperament

and particular ends. The point is that they should serve charity
towards all, Read IIa Ilae,q.26,de ordine charitatis.~Thygb also makes
me think of Aristotle's obeervationythat under democracy,special
friends are more necessary than in other forms of government,because
of its very diffuseness, As a general preparation you must read Ethics
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VIII and IX. I have a copy of Father Conways translation of St,
Thomas's commentary, which I will send you as soon as + find it.

From your letter I-assume that you have received the papmx
pagegxécience and possibility. '

If you knew Arthur's predicament you would have no
mind to joke.

Most cordially,




BOX 1358
GODERICH ONTARIO

Dear Charles, July 27 (48 yrs old !76°
‘ to-morrow)
By this time I suppose that you will have received the second
MS with some fwrther comment from me.
Of all that you have done on the problem of reconciling mutations
with our doctrine of purpose in nature, I am most impressed with the two
pages on the analogy between the manufacture of the car and the natural
generation of a species. Yet I hesitate over it a little simply because
I don't yet grasp the underlying principles too well, I suppose. To what
extent are the two cases parallel? Is it safe to reason from one to the
other?I suppose to .those who would refuse to allow im the parallel, we
should reply that they can make the refusal only by rejecting zll our
experience of purpose in natural things. This is what gets me: our
scientist adversaries seem cooly to ignore all human experience of purpose
in the world around us, and to assume that it is unscientific to take
any account of it; then, on the basis of experience, they reason to
evolution, the causes of it, mutations, chance and all the rest. So
that we each begin with assumptions which. the other camnot or will not
allow.

Now, as to your last letter. I was not teking your analogy of hunter
and bitrd-shot as you intended, because I had no idea you were ready to accept
the scientific theory so whole-heartedly. In my imagination, we and the
world about us were simply on the receiving-end of an aimless shower of
mutations, never mind where they came from or what caused them. I would never
g0 so far as to accept that they were an effect of cosmic radiation, from
what I know of the state of science. The fact that X-rays can cause them
in Drosophila, for example, is not proof enough to me that radiation is
what causes them everywhere. So that, in my view, we are simply in no
position to suggest that the radiation may be guided or directed. Mutations
are arising in living things continually, in all directions. To my notion,
they simply are proof that whereas individual natures are certainly stable,
they are not entirely stable.

I hope this will help you to understand what I meant when I asserted
that the mutations are random in two senses, when compared with our charge
of shot. They are random in that they are liable to occur anywhere
anytime, as the pellets of our shot have no assigned target, taken
individually. But they are random again, in that there is no such thing
as a large number of the same mutation occurring at the same time, so as
to make sure of getting itself lodged in some species; whereas our shot
is fifty pellets of the same kind of thing, the purpose of which can be
partly read by examination of each peelet or any pellet.. Now, damn it,
that makes sense to me. A shower of shot is a shower of shot. A shower
made up of an old shoe, a baby{s rattle, a grain of rice, & scrap of
leather, a ball-point pen, a pebble, an ancient egg, and a piece of bacon-
rind, is a phenomenon much harder to findpurpose in.

I may observe al so that I see no great point in quoting Darwin in
support of purpose in nature, just because some of his phrases lend them-
selves easily to that interpretation.What ever the beggar may have said
here and there, he does explicitly and faflally rule out purposes, as you
know very well. Hence he can't meen what his words seem to say when he
speaks of the works of 'nature' as superior to those of art. ‘




-

The matter of the difficulty of finding the proportionate cause for
an effect which we feel sure is purposeful seems to me vexry important.
Many readers vill be altogether too ready to assume that we dare not
hold for purpose unless we know what the purpose is. More dangerous
still is the possibility -- I may get lost here -- that the obscurity
of purpose itself, in itself, may be compounded by the obscurity of
this or that case of it (as our inability to comprehend what a man is
up to in a given piece of ctnduct might lead us to comclude that he
is irrational in all of his conduct). It is therefore very important
to make it clear to people that our assertion of purpose in nature is
not an assertion that we can always indentify what the purpose is,
nor even that in this case nature does have one. After all, whoever
is managing the rainfall is doing a strange job of it, since it rains like
hell out in the middlex of the sea but not a drop in the Sahars Desert.
I would prefer to back away from such phenomena, let Exm pedocles have
his way, and stick to the incontrovertible cases.

Well, if you can understand me, let me hear what you have to say
about my remarks on Huxlej's use of 'chance' as opposed to N. Selection.

I have begun to write out those conferences on friendship and am
not sure that I will read what you send, simple because I will never
get them done at this rate. Every subject I take up is five times mor
difficult that I expected: it goes on and on, spreading out into
problems and objections like your book on nature. There seems no course
but to cut it short and set ebout writing. However, I had gone through
the Summa on Divine Charity -- a beautiful tract -- and got nothing from
it in a way, and everything in another. I mean that there is little
that Iwill use or quote, but plenty of fundamental guides to thought
without which I would have made meny a blunder.

And by the way: "hoc habet quod non subito oritur, sed per aliquam
assiduam inspectionem rei amatae", of love as a passion! What s NO love
at first sight? (mii,a.2) And he says the same of love as an act of
the Will.

I will however try to read over the Ethics, and am glad to have the
numbers of the sections which are relevant. Why do Yyou propose sending
me a translation? Damme, I know my Latin is not so hot, but I would soooner
work my way through the Latin than bother with any translation yet known
to me. All last winter I tried to use in class that manausl of Met. by
Fr Reith of N. Dame. The translations of the lLatin Passages made me givd
up in despair. Tyey are simply scandalous. I could do better ny self.

You have not mentioned the date of the wedding, but assure Tom
of my prayers on ar about the great day, anyhow. I hope Christine(?)
will take to the Quebec climate, poor thing. But perhaps that is not where
they plan to live. (And does Tom now have his doctorate from Laval?)

I am sorry to have been flippant about Arthur. I find it hard to
believe that a big fellow like him, at his age, can be truly in the
state you describe. Doubtless it is all the more serious because he
is 8o young.

XXXXCOOXXXX for Boezel

Sincerely in Christ

&)
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UNIVERSITE LAVAL

Quesec, CaNADA.

29 July 1960
(54 years old today)

Dear Father Durand:

The motor car analogy is not intended to prove anything at all,
My whole point is that in man and the recognizable animals wg observe
purpose. The denial of purpose,or rather its implications, then made
plain by the analogy.

Now, as to accepting the presént scientific theory whole-heartedly,
I certainly do not. My argument is dialectical: M if evolution were
to be explained by random mutations produced by random radiation, even
this would not rule out purpose., That's all I ever intended., Nature
produces radiation, and this affects living organisms, sometimes to the
point of mutation. Your qualification that mutations are "random again, in
that there is no such thing as a large number of the same mutation
occuring at the same time, so as to make sure of getting itseld lodged
in some species;..." does not bring in anything new., Life depends on
radiation, and sometimes this radiation produces a stable mutation.
Why can this not be intended? Your diffigulty seems to arise from a
misinterpretation of my hunter and his shot; you want the mutation to be
lodged in some individual living thing the way a pellet is lodged in the
game--as if the mutation came from the outside the way the pellet does,
What you should compare is the effect of the pellet with the effect of
radiation. Nature does not launch xantixtionz khrzweyzrexiaunekzeX it
mutations the way we launch pellets. You appear to think that she does,
if I understand your "shower made up of an old shoe, a baby's rattlelete.

As to Darwin and purpose, he must have had in mind an utterly false
conception of purpose, and this one he has effectively ruled out. Don't
forget that Suarez, Spinoza, and Leibniz,who talked so muech about final
causes did not have the slightest idea of what these words meant to
St.Thomas. Final causality had become identified,in Darwin's time, with
Bernardirts conception of it in his Etudes de la nature (1737-181LDwa,

: dé"5t.-Pierre} Darwin was merely trying to ain how
'good species' are achieved, 1f he said in so many words that N.S. has
no purpose, I would understand that Extkex he does not know what he
is talking about, but I would still maintain that he has not denied
what we intend by this term. I do not think that Darwin was insincere when
he spoke of the works of nature as superior to those of art. He may have
been cautious in view of the misunderstanding arising from creationism.
Remember,took, that you could show how a motor car, is produced without
telling what it is for, and the damn thing woul@lﬁ@*exactly the same,

Whenever I write about final causality in nature,I'm always careful
Lo point out that it remains obscure, and that it is only in the more
manifest shapes of life that we can discern purpose and function., When
we get to rainfall,sea and desert,I give up, as Aristotle did. It is
obvious all the same that there is beneficent rainfall. The plant on the
edge of the desert struggles for water, and surely dater is good when
it gets it. The only point to be made is that if there is good there is
purpose, and, if purpose,a purposeful agent. Now, to relate rainfull and
life as if rainfall were the last word on why trees exist and grow, would
be 8illy; there must be a proportionate cause beyond the rainfall and other
conditions of this or that sort of life., What is it? We don't know, Hence




Aristotle's silence,

Your remarks on Huxley's use of'chance! as opposed to N,S,
got me to write a footnote; here enclosed, which I will add to
'Science and the Possible.' The bugger knows that pure chance,or
aimless random mutations,taken by itself, cannot account for evolution.

And so he brings in N.S, as an ordering and guiding principle. When p
we say ’sa?ientis est ordinare' he takes away the'sapiens'and holds ‘
on to the 'ordinare! But you know xuxhxprepdrzax that people Huxley.

will never be in a mood to discuss such problems, It seems to me that
Huxley and his sortx (including Russell) do not really want to know what
the case is, but only what people can be pursuaded to believe: the
intellectual capacity of the people they want to pursuade is their norm

of truth. I pointed this out in 'La primauté du bien commun' in connection
with Kant pféfwho,in his prefaces to the Critique of Pure Heason ,~mainteins
that he addresses himself to the common manesperhaps because he felt

there were no real philosophers aroundewwhereas the Greeks (except the
Sophists) didn't give a hang about the 'grand public.!

The only reason I sent you Father Conway's translation was that you
would not have to bother translating in case you wanted to quote some
passages at length.

Thomas gets married on August 6. I leave from here on the 3rd.

- He will be at Notre Dame next fall,for the year. He was offered a Jjob
here (at nearly twice the N.D, salany), but I advised him to decline
and wait; (a) Nemo propheta in patria sua,(b) some people might accuse

me or Mgr Parent of nepotism. He should eventually come here on his own

merits,

I direct his thesis. It was finished,but I want him to do it
all over again. It is excellent in parts, but there remain too many
7CL ou4u;’/w»k4-““—~ideas“which~he"h35‘n0t Sufficiéﬁtly“aigégféaikThere are attenuating
circumstances: he had to follow courses, pass’ exams, teach at the Collége
/Kbi( universitaire, and edit (his decision) my book 'Pierres de scandale' which
will appear in Paris next fall, He actually did a huge amount of work
last year. So,his 'defence! is put off until next Easter vacation,

Please return the enclosed footnote to the following address,
where mail will reach me until about the 8th of August:
¢/o M, Maurice Brachet
16 rue de la Fédération
Champigny (Seine)
Her Hasx. France,
/4 Thereafter it will be the Brussels address I already gave you.

n
Our discussions on evol, and N,S, should evetually lead to
some further clarification of the issue. There is some advantage in
carrying them on in writing, but this will not suffice.

Most cordially,

?m&@kd, Ao /{/m a Feened w/az/. ;m/
Lv?:ﬁé:/<2141 1/22441 4;: Ak, 52%64£¢4 fﬁ&f‘ku,/4<éu~,
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not denied what we intend hy this term. I do not think |
that Darwin was insincere when he spoke of the works of

nature as superior.to those of art, He may have been |
cautious in view of the misunderstanding arising from
creationism, Remember, too, that you could show how a
motor car is produced without telling what it is for,

and the damn thing would nonetheless be exactly the sane,

that we can discern purpose and function, When we get to
rainfall, sea and desert, I give up, as Aristotle did,
It is obvious all the same that there is beneficent rain-

purpose, and, if purpose, a purposeful agent, Now, to
relate rainfull and life as if rainfall were the last word
on why trees exist and grow, would be silly; there must be
a8 proportionate cause beyond the rainfall and other con-
ditions of this or that sort of life, What is it? We
don't know, Hence Aristotle's silence,

Your remarks on Huxley's use of 'chance! as
opposed to N,S, got me to write a footnote, here enclosed,
which I will add to 'Science and the Possible,' The bugger
knows that pure chance, or aimless random mutations, taken
by itself, cannot account for evolution, And so he brings
in H.8, as an ordering and guiding principle. When we say
'sapientis est ordinare! he takes away the 'sapiens' and
holds on to the ‘ordinare,' But you know that people like
HuxleyXand his sort (including Russell) do not really want
to know what the case is, but only what people can be
Persuaded to believe; the intellectual capacity of the
People they want to pursuade.is their norm of truth, I :
pointed this out in 'La primauté du bien commun! in connection
with Kant who, in his prefaces to the Critique of Pure Reason,
insists that he addresses himself to the common man —perhaps
because he felt there were no real philosophers around —
wheroas the Greeks (except the Sophists) didn't®4VHang about

The only reason T sent you Father Conway's trans-
8 that you would not have to bother translating
00 wanted to quote some pbassages at length,
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= 77 Thomas' gets married on August 6. I leave from
here on ‘the 3rd, He will be at Notre Dame next fall,
for the year, ..He was offered a job here (at nearly
twiee twice the N,D, salary), but I advised him to
decline and wait: (a) Nemo propheta in patria sua,

(b) some people might accise me or Mgr Parent of
nepotism, He should eventually come here on his own
merits, - '

o I direct his thesis, It was finished, but

I want -him to do it all over again, It is excellent.
in parts, but there remain too many ideas which he has
not sufficiently digested, The main point to be made:
there is doscourse in our perception of contrariety —
extremely important in connection with Hegel and Marx.
There are attenuating circumstances;: he had to follow
courses, pass exams, teach at the College universitaire,
and edit (his decisionﬁ my book 'Pierres de scandale!
which will appear in Paris next fall, He actually did
a huge amount of work last year, So, his 'defence! is
put off until next Easter vacation, '

L _Please return the enclosed footnote to the
following address, where mail will reach me until about
the 8th of August:

¢/o M, Maurice Brachet

- 16 rue de la Fédération
Champigny (Seine)
France,

Thereafter it will be the Brussels address I already
gave you,

B Our discussions on evolution and N,S, should
eventually lead to some further clarification of the
issue, There is some advantage in carrying them on in
writing, but this will not suffice,

Most cordially,

« - P.S, Enclosed, two clippings from a French weekly, You will

find them interesting, Please return them eventually,
You should read Cuénot's Finalité, He was originally
all for mutations without purpose,




BOX 1358
GODERICH ONTARIO

Juy 29 (/P
Dear Charles,

Pierre Conway's translation arrived to-day and I have been
looking it over with interest, particularly since I already had rapidly
read through the two books of the Ethics. It is decidedly better than most
of the similar works which are coming out, but just for fun, compare these
two passages.

I was much struck and Mused by St Thomas's remarks on friendships
between temn-agers, and had already made my own translation of the
section. Conwey's rendering, where it differs significantly, is inserted
in red ink.

4 "First, as regards the things in which they find entertainment, it
shouod be noted that, as their age changes, so do their objects of pleasure.
Children do not enjoy the same things as youths; nor youths the same
things as young adults; and so the young maeke friends mm=xi¥yx readily
and readily drop them, because the moment that their source of pleasure
together vansshes, the friedship vanishes with it. Rapid change is charg
acteristic of youthful entertainment, for the reason that it is the very
changeableness of the etertainement which gives delight. (There is a rapid
evolution in the pleasure of youth, since the very nature of youth consists
in a constant evolution) (I think St Th. is making a very pentrating
remark here, and wd be glad to know if I am right)

And we see that the same thing is true of the young friends themselves.
(This is evident on the part of those who love) (Clumsy and ohscure, surely)
For the young are very affectionate, that is, sudden and quick in forming
attachments. They bestow their affection, not by calm choice, but out of
passion, and to the degree that they seek their own gratification. (in-
asmuch as they desire pleasure). Hence they love a friend with great
intensity. And because passion quickly fades out, just as it quickly
arises, the result is that, just as teen-agers are suddenly all on fire
with affection for somebody, so they soon cool off, and can be in and out
of friendship several times in asingle day. (Since passion as quickly
passes as it is quickly aroused, it follows that such easily begin to
love and gust as easily cease from loving (lousy) and many times in the
same day begin and break off friendships.) However, so long as the
attachement lasts, they want to be with their sweetie all day long, and
never to be out of each other's company, because they have such a good time
together. TFor this is the form friendship tekes in them. (In this way
they are disposed to true friendship) (THey are like hell)

Now, there you see, is what you face when you readxk these translations.
They are always a bit uncouth and awkward, when there is no real need
for it. They chicken out at a real difficulty. But, owrst of all, you
can never be SURE of the buggers. At any moment they may give you an
utterly bum steer.

I am horribly hot to-dey and a bit sick. I am still working at the
friendship and have written out 17 blessed pages merely to describe natural
human loves. Now, I am just beginning on charity, and will then try to
show how it transforms natural affections, and finally what should happen
to the whole damn business in the religious life. I will work my way
through the whole dashed thing if it kills me.

I hope you find France colloer than this part of
Ontario is just now. Oh hell, I can't hit any key right. Did I tell you
that I have a new machine....a portable that is 2lctric, lots of fun, but

it moves faster than I can think. O,“,\ Qg




BOX iplék 1358

Goderich Ontario
S ‘ August 2, 1960
(48 yrs old last July 28)

i* Dear Charles, : - .
I am beginning to see things a little more clearly, although
this letter may not sound like it. In order to meet all my objections —= it
is the objections I am beginning to see more clearly -~ I think we must move

a bit further back.

First, I would like to be sure that I understand what you mean by the
random as opposed to the casual(fortuitous), or to, mere caﬁful with my wexx
own words, I would like to know how the random differs from the camual.

If an earthquake shekes the house, knocking a pair of dice from the table,

the numbers turned up are casual, not random? Whereas, if I'roll .the dice,
over and over, with no control over which faces will be upturned, but fully
aware of every possible combination, hoping for a favorable one, and sure that
we are bound to get one it we keep at this business long enough, the favourable
faces when they appear are random? Indeed, all the numbers which will appear
arrive at random, do they not?

Upon this understanding of random, it is plain that random occurrences in
nature might well have purpose behind them; and so we may protest that evolution
by random mutations does not exclude intention. However, I still find something
indigestible in this doctrine.

First, howx shall we differ in principle from people like Dorlodot, who
is ready to accept N.S., end then to argue that God can work thorugh this
meens as well as any other? God can use chance as effectively as He can use any
other of His tools, but this will mean the end of purpose in all things outside
of God. In short, this Nature, rolling the dice of mutations, may have prmpose
in its activity, but there is not going to be any purpose left anywhere else.
(nless we suppose that the first forms of life were set up with purpose,
and that the mutation process governs only subsequent modifications).

Perhaps this @s not too clear. Let me try again. If we hold for
random mutations, opersted upon by the forces of N.S., none of which are capable
of purposeful action, then everything in the biological world is random or chance
or something. We are biological disciples of the atomists. Random motions of
atoms in the void give rise to all existing combinations of things. But cannot
alll these random motions have been intended by God, who intended that the universe
should arise in this way? And is not all of it purposeful, then? But of course
it is'nt and we are selling out to Huxley. » '

Secondly, granted that there IS purpose in nature (as I do not gremnt in
the pargraph preceding), how the devil is purpose going to survive, if Nature
cannot dream up anyk better way of improving or originating species than the
one which you are holding for? Good heavens, what a way to proceed! Living
things struggling in all directions against purposeless hostile forces, which
have no thought for their survival, much less for their improvement; and on all
gides these same lviing things subject to sudden changes of structure or
property, mostz of the changes being deformities which entail the destruction
of the helpless subject. Hell, it'sawonder there's anything left, at all.

To be rolling dice in the hope of improving my lot is bad gnough: a strange

and inefficient way of reaching a purpose, for a Mind ¥8¥Te? able to seek purpose
than ours. But to roll dice, with no provision for tﬁe preservation and
emplyment of a favorable combination if it should indded occur ==~ or no better
provision than that provided by N. S. -~ is the limit. Damme, when the theorists
hostile to purpose in nature are able to force me back into this last wretched
redoubt, I might as well concede the battle.
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i Apparently you can reconcile N. .S.' with purpose more ‘easily:then %>
£ I can. Variations occurring by: chance 'in living things, eliminated-or
preserved by the blind action of environmental forces, do not add up to .
anything like purpose in my head. Z can only get purpose back into such
& biology by appealing to what Darwin has not mentioned -~ the inner organistion
of the creatures, their power to fight back, the organs and functions which '
NS will not explain, etc. etc. : Sl IR

I hope you will be -able to find time to explain to me what was. the-pr"evailing;-
misconception about final cause in the deys of Darwin. The only thing I ever
read by B. de St Pierre was Paul et Virginie. By final cause, did these men
mean final in the absolute sense -- the ultimate prupose of the Creator? 1Is
it the difference between the .final cause of the mosquito vhining sbout my head, -
and the final cause of mosquitoes &n the Planet? What does. the -demn thing want?
as aginst, Why do the damned things exist? T T
- No philosophy could venture into the second question, could it?

A sentence of yours, a good sample of your language, puzzles me.: ; B
"..there must be a proportionate cause beyond the rainfall and other conditions -
of this or that sort of life. What is it? We don't know. etc." . -

I take this to mean that "rainfall and other conditions" are not enoggh to |
explain a given form of life, and that we must look elsevwhere for a porportionate =
cause. Fine. O vioulsyy, rainfall,. grass, ot air and water do not explain- ’
a leopard; mnor does even the antelope which is more immédiately necessary to him.
But there is , or are, his mama and papa, you know. . What puzzles me ‘is that, °
if these won't content you, you are going to kawe find yourself looking for
"final cause" in the sense mentioned in the section above. " Why did God put
the beggar in the jungle at all? : Sl S : o

Or is it his efficeint cause you have in mind, exclusively?

I do Xjpe Tom will end up at Laval. He should be a strnegth to the
shcool. Notre Dame is a featrurelss sort of place, it seems .to me. ~Can't .
maeke up their minds about much. s : - "’

I am soon off to Washingtom. (Aggust 20, for a few days) I want
to see the big gallery again, and the Zoo. They have a ownderful old crocodile.

' 'Sincerely‘in’) Chr:.st . o
(QStill labouring through the material on friednship. Judt completed the section .

on Charity. Oh,Lyrd. My audience is very simple, thank heaven) . . -




St. Peten’s é'anzina'zy
[OIZJO'Z - Cana.c{a

i

. October 17 ( 17600

Dear Charles,
: The title of the book you want is DARWIN'S CENTURY

but the copy I read mx was published in England by Gollancz.

Since that wd not be of much use, I have learned the name of the

American publisher -- Garden City, Doubleday. But the street

address is beyond me. One never orders books direct from publishers;

One orders them from one's dealer. A good dealer is the Newman

Bookshop, Westminster, Maryland. Although it is likzdy that

somebody in Chicago will have this work. :

It is very late at night, as I write this, and I am dazed with
fatigue @nd will not go on for long. But I would like to telll
you how sorry I was to read your last brief message about Arthur.
Sincerelg2 from your previous remarks about him, I was not
led to think that his condition was in any sense grave. But
your mention of insulin treatment made me realise that he must
be suffering from xe serious depression orbanxiety. This
is tragic in so young a person, and all the more so when
one considers that he comes from so favourable an environment.

I am reminded of a similar case in the family of Father Crunican.
One of their girls seemed unable to shake off a neurotic
condition, and that family was just as heppy and sane a group

as your own. I am simply bewildered by such cases.

I was indeed intending to come to Notre Dame with aparty who
were plamning to see one of the big football games. I was to
visit you andk talk evolution while they went to the stadium
etc. However, it all fell throgh. T ey did not go. I was
then thinking of it for the Canadsin Thanksgiving week-end,
but on that day my brother held the jubilee of his church
and called on me to help out.

Now I am so hustled and hurried about that I can't even
sit down long enough to plan anything. Perhaps a gap will
open itself before Christimas, somwehere.

I hope your new series of lectures will be a great success
and please belive me willing to help out in any way I can. Don't
be afraid to send an MS. I will find time for it somehow.

I always learn something from reading what you send.
I am sorry not to have a copy of the book by Eisely.

if there is any pessage I could copy for you, .I have i.;ziss
It is not a very good book, I think; no g

But

to a copye.
1like the other one.

Sincerely in Christ

It




St Porten'’s é'aminaz‘y
London - Carada

Hovember 18 1960

DEar Charles, ‘

I am delighted to hear that you plan to stop

over here, and I will certainly be in town. The room next to

is still vacant and the only thing that can prevent you from
teking it would be the mwx® arrival 'af a couple of bishops or
something. I expect the two boys at N. Dame home this week, but
I can find some way of persuading one of them to lodge elsewhere,
if I know that you are coming. In fact, they may well intend to
stay somehwhere else anyhow. :

Regarding the HOLLOW UNIVERSE, it does not suprise me that
it is OP. However, I am not sure that any good will be done
by adding remarks to a new edition in the fashion that you suggest.
Perhaps my mind is a bit jaundiced by the last review of it which
I noticed. This was in the Times Lit. Supp. The reviewer plainly
did not understand the work at all; he simply was not competent.
I fail to see how any reader with his head screwed on right can
take the book as expressive m of a dislike of science, and would
not take the trouble to acknowledge such a criticism.

Please take none of this as indicating that I am not in favour
of a new edition. On the contrary, I think a new printing should
be seized upon as a chance to improve the book. The imporovement
is possible most of all in the last chapter, don't you think?

It would not require much to make it more orderly and coherent.

Fathers Cavanagh and #i#yan speak very highly of the
lectures you are giving on evolution, and I much regret that
I cannot be there to follow them. It is still a confused and
puzzling question to me. I look forward to the help they will be able
to bring when they get back here for good. ‘

I don't know quite what you mean by a 'matrix' of Philip's
painting. Anyway, I seem to remember his saying that the only
reproduction which will catch the glint of gold is the coloured
slide -- which dosn'  help much, does it? Be sure you do pay
poor Zuber's bill. ﬁe is having a hard time of it and was almost
ready to abanadon photography a month ago. Now, he has some student
portraits from the colleges to keep him going for a while. I cannot
nake out why he does not succeed. Perhaps it is lack of business
sense. DBut he has also had great misfortunes -- a long-continued
illness in the family, and so fothh.

See you on the 25th or 26th

o 49




St Prten's cgsmina'zy
[OI’ZJO’Z - aanada

November 25 1960

Dear Charles,

The crown-prince, after all, is a guy who is somewhat
obsolete, and I am blessed if I can see why he should have made it
impossible for you to stop off here. We needed you. I have a lot
of questions, some involving the welfare of souls; and Aziz has
o sketch which you must see, as it is one of these things of his
which is defnitely on the right track, but vo which I cannot even
set a name -- a kind of Pieta.

0f course, you are not going to leave S. Bend and come here
for a special visit, no metter what you may say. But perhaps
we may expect you when you are on your final journey to Quebec
after the c,lose of the American first term.

Meantime, Father Mike Ryan will be around to see you soon, in
order to ask for a letter of recommendation to the C. Council.
He is going to apply for a fellowship or something, and I think
he may well get one. Please do your best for him. I am sure
you will agree that a harder worker does not exist. I don't
know how he stands it. _

The form states that your letter "shd be based on recent
personal knowledge of the candidate, his work and plan of study,
and shé be a s detailed and specific as possible." When Father
Ryan sees you, he will perhaps know what to suggest by way of subject
for his thesis, etc. To-day, and here, he does not yet have this m
matter decided. His first plans were for soméhing on analogy, but
he has learned of a new book to appear from the hand of McInerney
which anticipates all that he was going to tackle himself.

I am still teaching metaphisics and have found a book which is
really of some help, at least to the students. It is FIRST PHIL.
by a fellow named Kreyche. T can actually understand a good
desl of it, and must grant that the writer has a gift for lucid
exposition. I am afraid to let somebody like you look at it, since
you will doubtless find it full of nonsense, but it has indeed
made my task much easier. This year I am in a particularly
hot spot, since I have a good classs. At our last meeting, I had
finally to admit that one of the boys was right and I was wrong
in something having to do with essence and existence -- that is, if
our suthor is right, and I can't prove that he isn'%. I will be glad
when those two young men get back here, and I can hand over to
them some of this stuff. I think the best thing I can do is to
go back to Lidébrature.




St Peten'’s é'zmina'zy
.L’onclon. - Ga.nada.

Our Christmas vacation begins on December 17, and I have never
so felt the need of one. I was never so hurried and harried. As
one gets older, more and more people seem to get into trouble
and call for help. About one quarédr of my time is given to
advising nuns, for example. But I am glad to say that I come
to admire them more &nd more. Most priests are quick to ridicule
the sisters -- in a harmless way, of course -- but I find genuine
heroism in their lives. The worst nun I ever met is a good
deal better than I am. One of them mekes a case I would have
1liked to discuss with you. She actually seems to possess an
outstanding mind. Anyhow, at the age of 21, she understands
Chrsitianity far more deeply than I did at that age, and
penetrates everything you say to her in a flash. Yet she is
8 strange problem-case spiritually. often behaving like a
prima donna. At our last meeting, after torrents of words,

I suddenly askest interrupted to ask if she had any misgivings about
her vocation. Dead silence. Then a calm shake of the head.

Are you happy? Prolonged silence. Then: "Well, ifk trying to
seek God in faith is being happy ~==—e=-- I'm happy." Joan of

Arc at her trial never made better answers.

Sincerely in Christ

7 -




St Peten’s é'zmina'zy
.fondolz - Galzada.

January 4 1961

Dear Charles,

That is indeed an important invitation from
McGill and a 'door in the Lord'. You must do your best
with it, since it will mean so much to the prestige of
the Church on that campus. I confess that, for the moment,
I can meke only the most platitudinous reflections on your
subject, but I am mere you must have some telling points
%o meke. If I had to face the question -- which T would
never do if I could help it, since it is too tought for
me -- I could think of no way of reaching the mind of the
undergraduate except by showing, first of all, that science
cannot deal with that which cannot be observed, or established
by observations by the external senses. I would then try to
show (don't quite know how) that the undergraduate himself
at every hour of his life must face and deal with a mult-
itude of questions not to be solved by the means just
assigned to science; mnext that science itself presumes
a host of such principles; finally, that it is these
'non-scientific' questions which are for msn the vital ones.

We shall be very glad to see you in London, and perhaps
by Januray 22 I will have at least a few ifitelligent questions
to set you going.

( I also have a lecture to give soon, mnd have chosen a
subject a little too high for me, for apostolic reasons. ‘
"What is mathematical Physics". So much nonsense is talked
about this science in our university and its colleges. But
I am not setting myself a very lofty objective -- merely to
explain what the science is well enough to make any amateur
aware of its limitations. I have not had time to do anything
yet in preparation, ¥mk and am happy to think that you will
be able to shorten my% labours by simply answering one or
two §uestions about the kind of mathematics which the science
uses).

The commencement address has s fascinating subject. Did
you choose this one yourself? I would very much like to hear
you on the subject, and look forward to seeing your MS.

Aziz has had a visit from Murray Ballantyne of Montreal.
I joined them once for a meal, and brought up the subject
of the proposed exhibition. Apparently Bllantyne has got
nowhere, though he has displayed one or two sample of Phil's
work to the people who could make the decision. When will
the critics wake up? It is surely discouraging to a man with
such genius.




St. Petar's c?zmina'zy
London - C’ana_.c{a.

His new project has not advanced at all, though. He is
busy with half-a~dozen things at once, while the sketch remains
in charcoal. I will tell him that you are coming, and that
may perhaps stimulate him to go back at it.

‘ I will be expecting am message, and meantime
will proc re some fire-water,

Sincerely in Christ

N,




St. Preter’s é'zmina'zy
.L’éﬂt{on - C’anada

Jan 9 i (06
Dear Charles,

I will meet the midday plane, unless I hear
otherwise, on Saturday the 21. Aziz looks forward to your
visit, and I hope will do some work on his new picture.

I managed to get Msgr Feeney on the phone. He protests
that he can arrange nothing in the way of a lecture in so
limited a time, unless he simply stuffed his hall with high
school kids, which he is not willing to do. I am afraid
his hall (our Catholic Culture Centre) is booked up for
all sorts of affairs months ahead. Since most of these are
‘paid for, it is impossible to make cancellations.

Just what is the difference between a symbol and’a word?
And why are the computers so helpful to the math.physicist?
You must tell me when you come.

Sincerely

G >




St. Prter's 55m[nazy
l’OIZJO}'l' - C’anac‘la.

)
Feb 5 1961 “‘”J

Dear Charles,

I am sending back you Ms in a great hurry, though
What the hell the hurry is I cannot make out. If you will
allow me to be cendid, I do not think much of it, and deeply
regret, with you, that the tramnscript made on the spot was a //
failure. I know you did not say merely what is on these pages!?
After all, everything here has been uttered by you elsewhere,
and I think with more effect. Aziz told me that the lecture
was a geat popular success end that you were applauded like
a politician. :

You ask me why I was so long in understanding youruse of
"random" in the business of mutations and evolution. The reason
is that you explained yourself so badly. Oh well, what I
failed to see was that ‘'chance'! in the random, did not mean
'causa per accidens in his quae fimt etec...'; that Intelligence
could embrace a certain sort of chance, employing it like
a tool. In English, therefore, 'chance' has three meanings.
Once I got the idea, I could think of many exemples of what
you were driving at. The marooned sailor who casts bottle after
bottle into the sea, each containing am message appeal ng
for rescue, ig aware that if eny of them is picked up he
will be lucky. Yet he intends thet his message should get
through and is doing his best purposelfully to bring this
about, making use -- mark you -- of all sorts of blind
aimless foreee of wind and current overmwhichk he has no
control, and wh:Lch do not have the function of serving
him.

A¥ ain, the big commercial firm, which keeps a dozen pet
scientists at work in theire laboratories, with no restriction
whtever on the nature or direction of their experiments (and
this is done), but simply in the hope that pure research will
now and then turn up a 'favorable chemical mutation' which
the firm can profitably exploit, is employing the random in
somewhat the same fashion, is it not? And so on, and so on.
(Leaflet raids in war-time).

I think it should also be emphasized that the organisms

- which receive the mutations are ready and waiting, so that they

will pounce on the good mutation and cling to it for dear
life.




St. Prten's é’zm[namy'
_L’Oﬂ‘loll - emada—

I gave my lecture on Meth Physics, all in words of one
syllable, and omitting all mention of time and motion,
as too difficult. Everybody seemed to be following
nincely; but from the questions put to me afterward, I could
see that they didn't understand a damn thing. Maybe I
don't either.

Well, now I am off to preach at a couple of Masses,
and then to answer a distress call from one of the good sisters.
And don't think thaet I say that la$t remark ironically: she
has a genuine problem, as have most of the girls who
call me.

Vhat you say about Arthur is distressing. What is this
poor old world coming to? I met one of our former students
the other day, a fine young fellow, who toldm me that he was
just out of mental hospital. And another of the same, who
left us to become a lawyer, is now in the same plight.

When I was that age, I was a thoughtless animalj incapable,
I should think, of losing my control -- didn't have it to
lose. There is great suffering and humiliation im such

cvases.

Sincerely in Christ

& O~




St Preter’s cs'zména'zy
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March 23 1961

Dear Charles,
In your letter of 7 February, all you do, regarding
'chance' and 'random', is to bitch up things worse than ever,
Just when I had got them nicely straightened out. I will now
try laboriously to explain.

For a long time you have been trying to explain to me
how you thought of chance functioning in the matter of
mutations; end you have insisted over and over on the old
image of the bird-shot, according to which a r;!andom pattern
of pellets is used to bring down the bird. In the same
way, you seemed to argue, Nature may release random showers
of mutations, sure of hitting the target of a favorable
change in a species with at least a tiny minority of
the mutations so fired off. And I have always protested
that this analogy is of no bloody use, because there is no
true parallel. And here is why. In the case of the birdshot,
there is no true chance involved, except in this respect
that it is by chance that this particular pellet or group
of pellets strikes the target. That the target is struck is not
by chance; that a whole cluster of pellets is discharged is
not by chance either; (and we may as well notice, while we
are at it, Fhat each pellet is the twin of its neighbour,
and each is capable of bringing about the desired result -=
not at all the case with mutations).

Then one day, in spite of you, I suddenly saw that even
the chance which does parallel true chance; even the chance
concerned vhere it is admittedly by chance that pellet A. strikes
the target, even this chance is under control in e certain
way, that is, that it is foreseen and exploited, and I thought
of the much better example of the marooned sailor casting
bottles into the sea. :

So now I would distinguish THREE meprings of chance:

a) Causa infinita et indeterminate =-- the true chance
of Socrates going to market. '

b) True chance again, but being taken ithio account,
expbited and counted on by a purposeful agent.
(Not unlikechance in a drama) and this takes care
of the hazard involved in the hurtling charge of
shot, namely, that there is no forsesight or intention
concerning pellet A, but only that some pellet will
do our job.

c) Chance the equivocal term, meaning the probable, as
in the "laws of chance". And this is the one you are
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now equating with (b) and so bitching everything all over again.
Now, I cannot see that this meaning can be used for (b) because
how dare we say that it is probale that pellet A will & strike? -
There is a good chance that some pellet will strike(chance =

in third meaning), bub that pellet A should be the one to

strike is by chance [in second meaning)

Milow me that second meening, and it seems to me that we have
the thing all sewed up: here is ekind of chance, true chance,
which is being exploited by Nature. I think we could use
it to justify, not only the immense waste in mutations
which never take hold, but would be advantageous if they
did; but also the great mmbers of mutations which are
positively harmful. (Like weed seed inex‘bricablg mixed with
good grain).

FH IR KRNI I HHK AR H KR

I hope the clinic in Montreal did something for Arthur; and
do believe that you and the family have my sincere Sympathy .
and prayers. To live with a person who is much depressed is
enough to mske everybody else the same. I have done so
for some months on end. during my.past, and each time felt
how wearing it can be. As you say the psychiatrists are
never sure of themselves, and you can't blame them. It is
311 so mysterious. At this moment I have one of the Sistérs
on my hands who, by reason of many years of illness, both
acute and chronic, has become depressed. It is almost as
hard on me as on her, because she was such a valiant little
soul for so long.

But I still believe that neuroses are more common than they
used to be. Hang it, look at our enviromment. It is all
to00 unnatural, and keeps us under a constant hail of nervous
excitations.

Not doing so well myself. For six weeks I have had a
slight but utterly perverse cold. It has brought back my
0ld trouble -- laryngitis; and, for am=dmkt a month I have
done no teaching or speaking. And not a bit better to-day
than I was six weeks ago. :

I am enclsing some passages copied for my own benefit
from a couple of the scientibis whom you mentioned to me.
Notice how the last one indicates a small misprint in one
of your versaons.

With my sincere good wishes
and a big kiss for Zoe
Faithfully in Christ

i




St. Peter's Seminary
TWondon, Tanada

Feb 5 1961
Dear Charles, ‘

While looking through an article in the MOKTH, I noitced
these quotations from a recent booku(probably a novel) The Sleepwalkers
by Arthur Koestler: .

‘The dials on our ldoratory panels are turning into another
version of the Shadows in the Cave. Our hypnotic enslevement to
the numericel aspects of reality has dulled our perception of
non-quantitative moral values: the resultain end-justifies-
the-means moralify may be a major factor in our undoing.

and we a.fe "wprshippers of the new Baal, lording it over the
moral vacuum with his electronic brain."

Sounds as if the fellow would be worth reading. Do you know his
DARKNESS AT HOON? A fine introduction to the communist mind.

Sincerely

¢ a0




UNIVERSITE LAVAL

Quesec. Canapa,

7 February 1961

Dear Father Durand:

Thank you for revising the MS, The reason for the hurry
is that- the Newman Club 'Crosslight! want to publish it in their
next issue and insisted on getting theé MS tomorrow,Wednesday 8.
I should not have committed myself, but it's too late now.
Mercifully, they will add an editorial footnote to explain why
they got no more than a few notes and quotations upon which the
talk was based, Still, you must admit that the whole coumverges
towar an idea which I have nowehere put as plainly as in these notes:
"We are faever in danger not only of believiing that we knowy where
in fact we do not; but aleo of believing that we do not know, where
.we inescapably do."

Now, as to my use of 'random' in the business of mutation
and evolution, I refuse to admit that I explained myself badly.
You should know better, after revising "Abstraction from Matter"(III),
LTP 1960,n.2. I have always insisted that in 'the laws of chance;

'ehance! does not mean what Aristotle uhderstocd by that fcrm ia
the Physics, Lhough the new meaning is taken up in the Metaph,

Well, no matter how you came to understand it, so long as you now
do, to hell with it, Imagine, after all that hunting and dead ducks!

» Things are not very bright at home. I have not been myself
these last two weeks. Arthur will leave for a Montreal c¢linic soon.
There is now a great deal of moral dejegtion that does not help~=~-
he is obsessed by the possibility ( I would say likelihood) that he
will never be an engéneer. No use reporting on what the psychiatrists
say--they turn up something different every day.--We have to take these
things in our stride as part and parcel of this messy universe. The
boy can't help it, and all the psychiatrists agree that there is
nothing hereditary about it; just a bio-chemical accident which, to
my mind, must have occurred in infancy, or even in the embryonic stage.
But suppose it were hereditary, what differerce would it make?
Meanwhile, he is utterly aware of his condition, and this, I take, is
a good sign; he is not insane,.

On the other hand, as old Boileau put it:
"Tous les honmes sont fous, et, malgré tous leurs soins,
Ne différent entre eux que du plus ou du mojns,"
And you ask "¥hat is this poor old world coming to?" Do you think it has
ever been any different?

I have five times more work to do than I can handle. For one
thing, St. Thomas is becoming more and more difficult.

Yours gratefully,




St. Preten's cs'zmc'naz‘y
_£012£{0'2 - danac{a.

May 6 1961
Dear Charles,

I was visiting Philip when I phoned your
home for news of you. Something went wrong with the
machinery and, eventually, the operator cofessed that
she could not reach Quebec City at all. So we gave it
up. We had the information we wanted anyhow, and didn't
have to pay for it.

‘ Your letter of a couple of weeks back sounded so
ominous that I felt sure you would be still in bed. It
was good news to learn that the symptoms were not as
singster as they appeared.

To-morrow I give that graduation address for Mother
St Michael's school. I looked up the references you
left me about teaching, and found that they had no _
bearing on what I wanted and so, in desperation, called
up Mrs Oesterle. She very promptly sent your notes, but
they were pretty meagre, and yielded only that reference
to Ephesians, which was indeed worth while. Finally
I had to launch forth on my own. So I have composed some-
thing, and it will have to do.
One of my colleagues has seriously jeopardized the whole
thing by volunteering a bit of verse to illustrate what -
I want to say abou® the mother's prime role as a teahcer:
Who took me from my warm, warm cot,
And set me on the cold, cold pot,
And made me, whether I would or not,
My MOTHER!#
How shall I avoid bursting out laughing in the pulpit
tomorrow, when I reach the crucial passage, where this
citation would be most appropriate?

KRKER KRR RHKEXIHREHN

May 27 the Seminary closes. So any time after that
is ideal for & visit. If the weather is fine, I may have
taken up residence by then in a little cottage which I
have rented for the season; bubt so much the bebtter; it
is only 60 miles away, and there we can do as we please.
But the weather will have to be quite warm for this, because
the cottage is not insulated, and will freeze the behind

off you otherwise.
i Let me know when you are coming.

Aziz should have the Christ the King finished by themn.
The picture has become a very different, and much more

profound thing, since you saw it last.
Sincerely in Christ

“ab,




THE TEACHING SISTER

It is one hu:ndred years since our Ursuline Sisters began Eheir
missicn in/\%ﬁaregion. And if therefore seems right,on the g:adugtion—
day of this Ursu}ine college, to set aside the more ususl subjects and
to turn our thoughts %o these Sisters themselves and to their work. |
Their work s to teach., The title they receive is Mother. I would
like to show you, if I can, that these two —- teaching and being a mother ==
.a.re, in a way, the same; and I would then like to explain what it is
that urges a woman to0 use her power of mbtherhood as Ursuline Sisters,
by their vows, are pledged to do. .

Because our deb¥ to our pe.reﬁts ié not something we think about very
deeply, most of us are likely to consider that what we owe to them above
all is the gift of existence, of bging,- of life itself. If it were.pot
for them, obviously, we would not be here at 8ll, and this seems to put
us totally in their debt. But reflect for a moment, I beg you, on the
lot of a foundling, on the lot of a child ebandoned by mother and father,
and you will see how foolish such a notion is. The child who gets nothing
from parents but existence; the child ignored after birth, cast aside,
left to his fate, will hardly thank father and mother for t}xe gift of
lifes He will thank them for nothing. He will consider, and rightly,
that they have done him a great wrong, and may well hate them for it.

St Thomas Aquinas, in a passage on the fatherhood of God, explains
vhy. To give an infant existence, he remarks, is only to give it
the power to live, not in any true sense to give it life. If this
little creature is ever actually to live, it must be nursed, fed, and
taught. And it is the teaching which is the great labour, the labour
of love, the long labour which truly brings to birth. If we think St.

Thomas is exaggerating, we should let our minds go back over our own




trained by ner, It 185 ghe who showed us how to feed ourselveg end
clothe ourselves; 1t 15 wne wuo £4rot varned us egatngs e ol ementary
Phyelcal dangerss 1t 1s gire o forned us 1n good mamnersy 44 16 she who
Btoatily fod our minds witht 1ntormasion by doing her patient best tp

Teaching, then, is an actual communicating of life, A teacher
really makes ug live, nakes yg live in a ney Va¥e Owr motharg mede the
long gk patient beginnings that voxk of tirelegs love which ye can never
hope to heasure, much }egg bo repay, But they coulq ot do much fop
owr intellectual life, nox could they Carry us as for gn zoral end .
epiritual 14re a8 ve need to &0 So we pasged into the hands of
teachers wno continued their work, ing Ve vere blessed indeed 4 those

npw. *he higher we move in our education, the greater the life that
is imparteq, intellectual, morey and spiritual, e cap 8ay with truth that
& savage, vho knows nothing of religion, ph:lloaoz:har. scimgp, literature
&nd the arts, 1 mly hal feslive, Ye can ingis: with greater truth
that lhnmorwmohwwsnothingandcamanothmgabw# right

B

and Tong is lees @d vorse than halfeglive, because he or ghe vill be
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suicidal or homicdidal in tendency, actually destructive of 1ife in |
self or in others. And God Himself warns us that those who know and
care nothing abmtthosrutpmiaeofetmalh&fqmaﬁoﬂuwah
His Son are deed by the worst death of all: "Ik Inow of all thy doings,
and hov thou dost pass for a living man, and all the while axt a corpse.”

You see, then, the direction of this reesoning:s if there be women
vho give their whole rlives, for no reward, to the imperting of moral,
intellectual and spiritusl training to the young, these women &re
mothers,and mothers indeeds

And perhepd this conviction will be .strmghhmed by reflecting on
teaching as & work of mercy; because, of ail the works of mercy within
huncn pover, 1% is very nearly the greatest. Why not call 4t simply
the greafest? Hecause to prey end to észw for ethers im en even
greater deed of mercy than to tesch theme To pray end suffer for His mother's
people is vhat Christ came to doy setill, in the words of Scripture, He
came"to[ao and to teach", o that teaching follows in the next breath,

In our dark uneasy contury, vhen the great conflicts which memace
our lives are conflicts of ideas, plainly it is only teaching that can save
use 0nly teaching can remove the most deadly of human evua._- ignorance,
error end prejudice. Ve are not convinced of this, though, are we? —
Ve axre more inclined to believe that disease, hwnger, poverty, a&a
the worst hunan 11ls; end would like to think that to bsnish these
afflictions of the body will mesn to banish the efflictions of the mind.
Well, it 4s e great thing to bring food, clothing, nedicines and money
to the destitute; o groat thing to provide them with relief from privation -
end inoecurity; but it is a far more oplendid thing so to enlighten
the humsm mind; so to tramsform the humen heart, that it can endure and

even welcome afflictions Are not we ourselves on this continent,




wle
onjoying as ve do a prosperity never before known by human beings; are not
we ourselves, mmwn-medhmms, vith our encrmoun ebundsnce of
food end drink, v;th our machines, our countless couplex machines for
saving work and bringing pleacure; are not we ourselves living probf that
no material thing has power to bring peace of heart? "Co and tell John
vhat your own oyes and ears have witnesseds how the blind ooa, the
lane walk, howth?lapmmmdo clean, the deaf hear, the desd
Tice agoin, end the pooTisseecscese? (Are we disconcerted at what our
Lord hed to give them? Does it ncem inadequato, Gisappointing?) eeee mnd
the poor have tha‘gospei preached to them.™ The poor are tw@rb; they
are taught the good tidings, end nothing botter could be done for them.
lloar the Saviour's next wordas "Slessed is he that does not lose confide
ence in ne." | | "

A work of mercy? Let's chenge the word =e mercy is eimply disinterested
love, 'Taactung, then, 18 a great vork of loves So that here is whot wo
have establiched:t %o teach vith o high motive is to impart both life and
love; and sgain, i{ there be women vho teach for no resson but love, the
only possible title for them is that of ligther,

thy do thay do it? Vvhat these wonen are doing,we have describeds
but & description of their work does not explain tho women themselves. Hor
shall we ever wnderctand them, nor understand thelr work, nor so ruch as
believe in either, wntil we have grasped thedr motive. VY are they doing
it? Vhot con urgo o girl to teke up such o 1ife? VWhat cen hold her
faithful to it wntil old age and death?

Again it is loves 3Butb not love of teaching ewe far fram it. Nox
15 it love, prinarily, for the young pooplo whon they teache No, our
mms are not huwmnistss They are too realistic to share the mmanist hope
in menkind, Let me, to reveal the true motive of suchw women, use the
exzrmple of en old mm, who stertled me a 1little with the forces amd




=5
vividness with vhich she realised what she was. She was old, and life

for her now was little betier than a succession of nearly fatal hearteattacks.
At each of these crises, she was usually mors calm than anybody else; and,
on this particular occasion, whispered to.mes "ihy is everybody so
excited? I don't mind. It?s time I went to the Man to whom.I've
- glven my life.® .

" That was a woman spesking, and a woman -Qho, I suppose, had often
prayed over S5t Faul's warning to his Corinthian convertss "My Jealosuy on
your behalf is tﬁé, jealousy of Gdd Himself; I, have betrothed you.to
Chiist, so that no other but He should claim you, His bride without spot."

¥het is it that explains. the vow of Poverty? The Sisters call it.

‘detachment', FNothing must ever become more precious than. Christ.

Vhat is it that explains the vow of Obediehce? There must be no purpose

in 1life but the cause of Christ. VWhat is it that explains the vow of

Chastity? 7o those outside our faith, this last promise must look like

a forsaking of life, & rejection of the power to give 1ife to others,

It is the exact opposite, It springs from an immense desire for love and _

life, a desire to receive and to give. "With us", said the Apostle, |

"Christ's love is a compelling motive." In place of husbend, this woman

vill take nothing less than her Lord and Cod. And hence, in place of

children of he;r own womb, she must noit i‘e;:eive "His, loving them B.éca:l;se

they are His, serving them for no reson but that they are His. And "

you see what this vill mean. Tt vill mesn & love for mankind lli-kélﬂiss'

& love for all of us, no ina.tter vho we ai'e, no n.x‘a.ttel.'.\mat wem'e. and

& love which grows greater in proportihn as 'we deserve it less; a love which
" no aim but to bring us to life, to keep us in life, to lead us to Life
Itself for all eternity. | | -




Vouldmlikomotherhintofmtitialikoinfsct? Thiﬂtime:lt '
mam:Sietermwlysickmd, dm‘ingthepeﬂodwhmlmattmdmg
her, fighting off as bm aho could deep depreasim and amdety. 1 e.ekod ’
her once abqut her prws, a.bout how ehe spoke to Cmrist, ‘and the mswer
was thiss "Iaakhimto livwainme nndlove inme--and emetims I
reelbravemoughtoadd'mdsuﬁ‘erinm' " Thovoioeorawman ,
aga.m,andofa.vomanlymm.' o e

‘In saying these be:mtim thinga abaut the ife or Sistu'a :|.n a
teaching order, I refuw 40 be thought unremstic.' I have been e:q»lming
vhat such women stand for. not trying to detam:l.ne how well, 1n dmracter
or conduct, this ane or that corresponds to her high purpose. No, I '

s .

have not bem rhapsod:lsing Hed T :bwited yaur attmtion to an explmtion
of uhat mekes a tme wire and mother, a true lmsband and father, a tm |
priest, I en sure you would not hold the exposition to be of less value
Texmun for the reason that you could not rememher many persons who act&eved
the ideal which it set forth, | | ‘

But two things I now declm, and ;mu w.tll lmou that I apeak the truth,
I‘irat, that the ealling of a nun, under poverty. chastity and obedienoe, pledged
to the nfe-long care of othm' people'a child:rm, 18 eo0 hard, so desperatel.y |
hard, that it is emall vonder if humm nature in some respect faﬂa under ita
burden, And,- finany, that the mere existence of a aammity of such wemen,
four or five hundred strong, gmm irom lnnnble begifninga; for over a
hundfed years persevaring in their thankless task, faj.thful to thedx o
austere promises, is a ctanding miiucle, a thing "barn not of the ‘b}.oodg;_
nor of the will of the flesh, nor of the will of many, but of Cods" As for
the rest of us, this great i‘mﬂyofw, heldtcgethermlybythe
love of Christ, is something vm:!.ob., though ve be as reaustic as m |
please, we can only receive with wmdar, and with thanks to God, viio has
ra.isedup 80 God-likeatorcom:gnm- ' ’




St Peten’s é’zmirza.'zy
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May 8 1961

Dear Charles, :
I am sending one of the books, and trying to do

So with all possible speed. The other could not be found.
It is a lending library, you know, and somebody else must

have it.
[ ]

Regarding your visit, it might on the whole be wiser to plan
for Sunday 28, rather than the day before. I say this because
the 27, as I mentioned, is ordination day. The Seminary is
in a state of utter confusion that day, full of relatives
and students packing up, etc. Then next day come the first
Masses of our new priests, for which the Staff scatters. I have
none to preach at this year, but will almost certainly be
obliged to be present at one or another and so will be engaged
until the afternoon, at least.

My niece's wedding is on May 30, and there is no escaping
it, since I have promised to be deacon or subdeacon. The
Seminary should be empty and rebatively quiet, by then, of course,
So that you may be able to work in my absence. Or if you
prefer, we could locate you with Philip for that time.

(This might be a better idea, since I don't know how you are
going to find your way around without me).

I am sorry not to be able to promise any more time in June,
but it is simply impossible. The whole month is taken up
with retreats for our priests in the Seminary. The Staff make
one of these, and have to move out for the others; so that
I am simply without a room, once they begin. My hopexx is
to make the first retreat this year and, in the few days before
it, T must meet several engagements -~ such as visiting nuns
who want spiritual direction,in Sarnia and elsevhere. I myself
can lodge in almost any rectory, but I can't take you with
me, very well, and we couldn't settle down to anything, anyway.

(It is too bad about my niece's wedding. But I will try
to clear everything else out of the way, by moving it forward
or back)

I will try to send the other book, or at least to have
it for you when you come. The four-week time limit is all
very well, when one has a book oneself; but awkward when it
is the other guy who has it.

Sincerely

£ aﬁ«-\-.,'(




14 May 1961

T ' UNIVERSITE LAVAL
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Dear Father Durand:

I have decided on Sunday the 28th., The flight I requested
arrives at London at 8,30 p.m. But it is not yet confirmed.
Failing confirmation I will arrive on an earlier flight that reaches _
London at 4.15 pem. J& cesy /fx}[/iajwk\ ALl S cordal jasfon 4‘-:;/? wr e Lo .
Ledtne F T Ymk v Hn S Fnails T WY .

It is not absolutely important™l work with you on the
Marugtte University talk before I deliver it. I will not hand in
the M5 until you have revised it. I'll build up some notes in

South Bend, between June 3 and 13. But I will need that Heisenberg
baok.

Enclosed some tentative notes towards the article I am to write
for St.John's University,i.e. Vincent Smith. I have undertaken a difficul
subject which I handled easily when faced with an audience. But as I write
I'm faced with myself and then things become too obvious and too difficult
to express, What a mess I am as a writer. I'm not referring too my lousy
stntax. When faced with a type-writer, I'm not clear in my head shout
what I sheould put down. '

What I do intend to do in this article is to show how complex
our mind is., Why we require a twofold intellectual power, mmEcthmxskznt
why our intellect requires the sédnses and their variety, I will break
down the internal senses right down to the external sense of touch.

The reason for this complexity I will lead back to the fact that

what we know first is prior to our knowing; hence the need for
experience achieved in the cogitative power'ex multis memoriis,"

etc, The difficulty, to me, lies in showing in a spontaneous way

how the need for all these fachlties arises from the original

darkness in our intellect which is naturally at home only in a world
that is dark in itself, and how the world eventually comes to

light in man's reason, :

There is‘fine passage in A. R, Wallace's 'The World of Life'He is
talking about the diversity in nature and the reason for it:
"It is that this egrth with its infinitude of life and beauty and
mystery, and the universe in the midst of which we are placed, with
its owverwhelming immensities of suns and nebulae, of light and motion,
are as they are, firstly, for the development of life culminating in
man; secondly, as a vast schoolhouse for the higher educkation of the

huran race in preparation for the enduring spiritual life to which it ~
is destined." (1910, p 391)

I received 'Nature and the Greeks,' and will return it this week.
(I, or ¥1le Parent will let you know what flight I will arrive on. I'm |
leaving for Halifax tomorrow.) I notice that Schroedinger says '"cut out
ny mind” and not, as ny editior. had it "cut out of my mind" whigh I found !
difficult and interpreted the wrong way. What he says in your edition 3¢5 |
#8onuch more sirple,

~—~
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DUBLIN ONTARIO

July 5, 1961

Dear Charles, :
I am returning the Halifax talk, and must
thank you sincerely for the copy of what you said (in
part) at Marquette. I find it very good indeed, and hope
you will put the finishing touches to it. I will be glad
to work over it then. It very much deserves publicatin.

I have been so nervous and ixied tired during the
past month as hardly to be able to do enything. But I
am puttering away at a retreat for the “isters of St
Jospeh in London, which I am to give in August. It lasts
8 days and requires 34 conferences. Damme.

Withs such a chore, other men would make a few

notes on a sheet of paper and speculate away. I simply
can't do this. The result would be incoherence, and a
good deel of heresy. So soon as I begin to think, it seems
that I understand nothing.

Now o single problem which teases my mind, and with which
you mey be dhdle to help, is the role of work in the life of
the Sister in an active community. What exactly was the innovation
of 5t V. de Paul? You know how he refused to call his girls
religious. Religious lived in cloisters and set about saving
the world by prayer and penance. When asked if they were
nuns, his village girls were to reply: Oh no, we are not
nuns. We are simply women who are celled to serve the
poor, in poverty, chastity and obedience; some for one
year, and scme for life.". To us nowadays it looks at
first like a quibble, but St V. was in fact accompkshing
a revolution, and I wish I understood.

For the contemplatives of the past and present, Work
is a penance, isn't it? At least this is true of the
Benedictines of the early dasys. The work was net in itself
apostolic. But the later Benedictines and the Dominicans
substitute study for ploughing, and study, though a penance,
is far more than a penance; it couldbe in itself a form of
preaching,c could it not? :

Now the works of mercy undertaken by active communities
of women are not mere penances in their lives, surely. The
teaching, nursing, etc. are not side-issues, they are the
life to which these souls are called; apostolic labours.

(I am just putting dowm whatever cames into my head,and
realise that I am starting more than one hare) Yet we dare
not sey that work is the PRIMARY aim of the comunity, since




St. Peter’s é‘smitza'zy
.10'26{0'2 - C’anat{a

this must be the sanctification of the members. On the other
hand, if we meke work the secondary end of the community, where
shall the difference lie betweenuthis community and om of
contemplatives? (Our girls in L ndon, %o whom I am going
to spesk, get round this problem in a dleightfully feminine
way by using the words "general end" and "Special end", in-
stead of "primary" and "secondary".)

Well, it seems obvious that nobody should join an
active commmity who does not want to wrok, who does not
think of her life as a life of hard work for others,
rather then a life of prayer and expiation. Is it merely
o matter of emphasis? So that we argue that work is
of more importance than prayer and penance for the active
and vice versa for the contemplative? Now it would seem
to follow that one lot are made holy by a lot of wok and
modest ration of prayer and penance, vhile the other lot
are made holy by of preyer snd pemence and a little
work. Something screwy there.

Another thing I don't quite understend is the difference
between plain work, like manual labour, underteken as &
duty of the religious life; and an apostolic labour, like
EXExErimEgx preaching.

Two things claim thy care, THYSELF and the preaching
of the gospel. (to Timothy)
Woe is me if I preach not the gospel.

Could these passages from St Paul be used to rpove that
a) one's own sanctification must alweys come first, but
that b) where one is celled like St Paul to the active
1ife, the very work to which one is called is an essential
means to sanctification. And mey we conclude, in order
to keep contemplatives and active apart, that for the
former(contemplatives) b)does not hold, since they are not
called to any specific apostolic work?

And is this the difference between an apostolic
work and a mere manual labour , namely, thatthe call to
one is such that upon the faithful discharge of it our
salvation depends; whereas the other is only a penance
for vhich any other penance might be substituted?

Well, I will hold to that last distinction, unless you
teach me otherwise.

Sincerely in Christ

i Dnad
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St. Peter’s Beminary
Tondon, Uanads
« July 30 1962

Dear Charles,

Rummaging in my files lately, I found the MS of an article
or lecture on jazz, which you perhaps remember. It seems to me you
once asked me to submit this to the review, but I answered that it
would look absurd in those grave and learned pages. Well, now I tthink
that it does not read too badly after all, and might well prove
acceptable. If you think so too, I willx send it along. Perhaps
& sentence or too might be omitted or altered, to make it sound a
bit more professional; and we might think up a title with a long
word in it. :

I expect to be going down to Lac Superieur soon, but
my mail will be forwarded there. This summer I am studying Frenche
Canadian literature, with a view to teaching a course in the winter.
It is gratifyingly easy going. Perhaps you are surprised at this
use of my time. Well, it is all my doing. I am mmk the only person
qualified: the return of the two boys at N. Dame makes it possible;
it is good politics for our school; and our future priests have great
need of an introduction to the French-C. mind.

Do you know that there is some pretty good stuff in this field?

But I have your trouble with the critics. Apparently I just
don't know the language well enough. Writers who seem to me to possess
anq excellent style are condemned as clumsy etec.




St. Peter’s Seminary
Tondon, Tanada

I hope you will be able to come in September. It was unfortunate
that my retreat coincided with your last visit.
Aziz I have hardl¥ seen since then. I don't know what he is
working at. If only he could get a big show; this alone will start
him producing, it seems.

Sincerely

-t 1 d\(/\ G \,ﬂ,(\'




August 2, 1962

: bear'féﬁhgr Durand:

‘ 1'£ ;”41"By all means send me the manuscript
~on Jazz; I cannot promise that it will appear
"in the: next issue of our review, for this is
in hands of M, Trépanier, but I am sure he

,“‘ufwould'likehto have i1t, He wants more short

- articles to fill in the gaps,

CoaTe “gave my last summer class yesterday,
About .a- week from now I leave for Ashville, North
Carolina where I am to give a few lectures, I
should be back here by August 20th, I will then
work on the last installment of my "Abstraction
from Matter®, It should be ready for revision
when I stop to see you in London next September,

Affectionately,
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LAC SUPERIEUR
Comté de Terrebonne, Qué, ga_fmoé ./oﬂa-.%ma b %dv, % 11 aout 79 62
Tél. St-Jovite, 425-2174

Dear Charles,

Thank you for your kind reply. I should look through this
article again: a few phrases betray the fact that it waks never intended for
publication in a serious review. But the sight of it makes me sick. You
do the editing. And it needs a title: The Meaning of Jazz (?). To hell
with it, anyhow. If anything stands in the way of its being printed, just
throw it in the basket.

What is going on, or can go on, in South Carolina, or wherever it is
you arek headed this time? At any rate you will be warm, which is more
than I can say for myself. The Laurentians, where I have been for a week,
have been wet and cold all summer, they tell ne, and there seems no change
in sight.

Do you know what I am doing? Studying literature again. For some
years it was my hope to introduce into our seminary a course in French-
Canadian literature, which has been offered for some time at the university
to vhich we are affiliated. Not thét I thought the literature would be |
remarkable in itself, but because our future priests so badly need to come |
to understand the French-Canadian mind. Well, we lost our French professor {
entirely, and have been able to teach no French whatever for s couple |
of years. However, the return to the school of Ryan and Cavanagh make
it possible for me to shift some of the philosophy to them, and I have
decided to take the French course myself. (Only man qualified now)

So here I am reading history, novels and poetry. And do you know,
it is all better stuff than I thought it would be. Gabrielle Roy, for
example, is a highly girfted writer, with an exquisite gift of sympathy. for
nondescript little people. And some of the younger radical writers, like
Yves Theriault and Lemelin, are exciting means of getting to know what
the new generation think of the old ways. I wish there were some wgy
of fidning out whether their views are typical. Anyway, I think Lemelin
is the best friend the Quebec clergy ever had. When Ix was in the city of
Quebec, sitting at tour feet, I remember the rather bitter reception given
to Au Pied de la Pente Douce, whic had appeared a year or two earlier.

I did not read the book then, and so was not able to take a side. Well,

of course it wes a piece of outrageous =£ aundacity, if not of impertinence,
to compose a novel about parish life in one's own home town, but nevertheless
the satire should have done good. I see no reason to believe that Lemelin
is not an honest Christian, with a good end in view.

For the past two days, though, I have been back to philosophy. My

task this time was to read and comment on zm a peper by that Harold Johnson
who teaches at our universityn and calls himself a Thomist of sorts. He
read this paper at that same convention where you read yours on communism.
I don't suppose you heard his. If you did it must have been hard to sit
through. I am not a good enough philosopher myself to see him through his
confusions, but I am good enough, I think, to see that this thing stinks.
The poor boy, he means so well and works so hard.

"Thus, corresponding to our first systematic contrast involving
variant attitudes towards the physical applicability of the principle
of non-contradiction (he is comparing and contrasting Democritus, Plato
and Aristotle on metter), we have now discovered a seconds Democritean
matter is always actual; Platonic matter is never actual; and Aristotelian
matter is potential in so far as it is in privation of a property, but
actual in so far as it possesses it."

I just get bewildered.\”

. H




"I think we can say that Aristotle's space is #imply the sum total
of places, no spparately existing principle, either material or immaterial,
but just the relations of containing and being contained of substances

and their activities."

Weat am I supposed to do for the man? (Don't answer me, this is only
a rhetorical question). I am not smart enough to sort it all out. He is
never entirely wrong, but always seems to find some complicated, wrong-headed
way of looking at the thing and of #im finding words for it. Well, I have
made some marginal notes, and have simplified his haguage, and will send
it ell back to him, with polite words of apology. The truth is that he
should not tackle such things, and neither should I.

I hope you will indeed be able to stop in September, as.you expect
to do. I will be in London from the 17th on.

I hope you will meet with the traditonal southern hospitality
on your next journey, and that they pay well besides.

Sincerely in Christ

N li}°'~—1<‘




Dt Peter's Seminary

London, Canada

February 22 1964

Dear Charles,

I have been reading IITa, xxviii, a.2 and am sadly confused.
What got me started was a question from a nun, to which I made a heretical
answer, and so had to correct myself later on. Now, I would like to
Justify the doctrine, if I have to, but find myself unable to accept
St Thomas's reasons.

1. My first difficulty lies in the preceding article: Non poterat autem esse
quod in natura iam corrupta ex concubitu cam nasceretur sine infectione
originalis peccati.

I am bothered by the suposition that sexual union "corrupts" human
nature. What does he mean, exactly?

It would now follow that no human being, conceived by normal union
of the sexes, could escape the Original Sin. St Thomas would have to
back down on this now, would he not?

2. I the article concerning our Lady's virginity in partu, though, I run
into my real troubles.

His first argument! It seems fantasy rather than theology. In our
minds, the concept is formed without 'corruption'. Christ is the divine
Concept or Word. So, when He is born, in order to make it clear that
this child's flesh is indeed that of the Word, it was right that He should
emerge from a virgin who was not "corrupted."

a) Hew on earth cen you argue from the way in which concepts are
formed to the manner of the birth of Christ?

b) What meanings are you assigning to corruption in this weird
argunent?

c) Why attach so much importance to the integrity of a mere
physical membrane? Surely our lady's virginity would not
have suffered if this bit of biological structure were sacrificed
in the birth of her Child. And how is an insistence on its
importance here consistent with the disctinction made elsewhere
between mere physical virginity and true moral virginity?
(Physical virginitycould be present in a woman who regretted
her state, snd was nolonger virgin in heart and mind).

His second argument has value only if satisfactory answer is made
to my objection in c) above. Why all this fuss over the hymen? It can
be lost with no injury to essential virginity.

The seme holds for his 3rd argument, although I must admit that I find
it a bit far-fetched, no matter what you do for it.

So much for my difficulties with this passage. May I observe that the
matter is more practical than you might think. Two or three times I have
been consulted by nuns, geuinely and deeply distressed because medical
treatment had destroyed in them this signaculum virginitatis. "What does
this mean to my virginity, Fakther?" And, wnteél I had to face this paasage
in St Thomas, I had plenty of comfort to offer -- disctinguishing mere physical
virginity, pointing out how meaningless it could be in a woman without virtue,

Y



- At Peter's Jeminary

Tondon, Canada

not to speak of how it could be lost by mere violent exercise, etc.,
and emphasising what were the essentials of true consecrated virginity.
Now, where the hell am I? All my comforting explanations are torpedoed.

Another difficulty, in a quite different realm. Father Ring begs me to
ask you if it is true.that you maintain the word animal, in the phrase
"God is the supreme animal" (or whatever it is), is NOT analogical? In
our view it can be nothing but analogical, but you have been quoted as
holding the contrary.

5o much for business. Have you heard that Your friend Bishop G. E.
Carter has succeeded to the throne here? He is now Bishop of London.
The news of the appointment appeared today. I don't know him at all
well, since he spent his time in Windsor, and since I am slow to make
friends anyway, but he strikes me as a highly intelligent man.

Father Cavanagh is on his way to N. Dame next week. He is to defend

his thesis on IFriday. A fine priestly personality, and a great asset to
us here,

If you happen to have one your Stenorette dictaphones with you in the
USA, perhaps you might care to reply on a tape? I have bought one of the
machines myself and, if you were in Quebec, would have sent you a tape,
in place of this letter. (I think that if a tape were addressed to me
as Librarian, and made identifiable by a label, it would come through
Customs without difficulty). '

(The machine is a splendid piece of ingenuity, but I was a bit put
out to find that 45 min. tapes cost 5.20 each). ‘

I was sent an article by Alphonse-Marie, NOTES SUR LA CONCEPTION
CATHOLIQUE DE L'EDUCATION, in which I noticed your hand. You have done
the Church a great service in defending the cause of the agnostics in the
school system. Our Prot. friends find it hard to beleive that the Romish
Church can be so liberal,

I myself have been twice invited to speak locally on the bi-cultural
question, which is all the rage now. I sent a copy of my lecture to
Alphonse-Marie, so that he might see to what use T put his article. He was
kind enough to reply with a compliment or two.

Be sure to drop in on your way anywhere. I wish I
could come to li. Dame with my questions. But it is impossible until the
school year is over. I seem to more and more entangled all the time.

Sincerely in Christ

B




St. Peter's Seminary

TWonden, Canada

Mey 17 1964

Dear Charles, :
If I send you a tape, you will just bury it; and anyway

I want to think a bit more darefully than is possible with all that
machinery in the way. I have a difficulty in the field of the philosophy
of art which I simply must get cleared up, and nobody around here can
help me. .

How would the Aristotelian doctrine of imitation take care of that
sort of art, present inevery age, but ezpecially glorified in ours, which
makes objects whiich are lovely to look at, but which are not images?
The Chinese potters, for example, often produced a bowl, which you
might use for haked beans if you wished, but which was so lovely in
outline that you would be committing a kind ofz crime if you used it
for anything. Push the pursuit of exquisite form a little farther
and you would achieve a pot which could not be used at all, but which
was a joy to behold. Persian carpets reveal patterns of the same
calibre -- beautiful patterns of colour and form, but which are not
representing anything. And what is a building like the Parthenon
but another such object? It was architecture so overbalnced in the
direction of the fine arts that it had almost ceased to be a useful
one?

Well, whatever you may think of the examples given above, you
have got to admit that many a painter and sculptor nowadays, has no
aim but to produce an object which will delight or disturb theeye,
while standing for nothing but itself. : By Aristotelian principles
we may well be able to show that such works can never be as great
as those which, with the same skill and mastery of form, make use
of the mighty power of the image; but the question remains -- what
are they? How do they fit in? They are not works of a useful art,
which is pausing to decorate what it is making. And they are not works
of fine art, if this be defined as the making of delightful images.

Somehow I think the answer to my little difficulty is only an
inch or two outside the dge of my mind, but I can't bring it in.

Come to the rescue. ,

(And you have never made any reply to my suggestion about printing
your essay on QUR AWESOME CREED., I think it a pity that such a
needed piece of work remains in a drawer).

Sincerely
J‘ - C\.OL&/' [ A‘/




May 30, 1964,

Dear Monsignor Durand,

I just spent a few weeks in hospital after
a hemorrhage in the duodenum that called for liters of
transfusion. The Flemish horse bounced back after three
days, though, and kept quite busy during that time —
working partiy on the pills problem, at the request of
my three bishops, Personally, I think I have it licked.
The principle id the family defined as an organisme
(outillage) whose chief purpose is the child qua properly
educated, Normally, in our time, too many children
incapacitate, disorganize the family — which is fare
worse than a pathological condition of the female organism,
the latter condition being one that Justifies the use of
the pill, There is a more general principle largely
unknown by moralists, namely, that there are many things
rthat nature would do if she could, Homo arte et rationibus
vivit., Else there would be no reason to wear pants or cook
whatever it is that needs cooking,

I'11l talk to you about imitation when I see
you. On the 8th I leave for Halifax, On the 12th for
Boston. Cn the 20th, from vashingston, D.C., for London,
Cntario, Flight 278 out of Cleveland, arriving at an
ungodly hour, 22,35, i1l you be in london? T could
stay until the 24th. If you're not there I'll come, straight
home, where Marie-Charlotte is expected on the 10th, with
Tommy's two boys, Their father and Christine will arrive
a week later, He begins to teach here in the fall,

So, shall I see you?

Most cordially,
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Bt. Heter’'s Seminary
Tondon - Canada




Dear Father Durand}

doiag' through some old papers I digcovered
the enclosed manugeript. You once told me I should

EE“&}‘:&& TpmmmpfﬁYfﬁfg 11&15"2@"30 18061'.

Kolnal is not too well = he 4e, of course,
alvays somevhat 111 ~ and the publication of his
Coffea~honse might help to cheer him up., I'm afraid
he wae depressed by the Encycl. ®"Humani Generis". He
hadn't realized how much St. Thomas -- whom he doun't
understand too wen ~ means to the Church.

| Thinge are back to normal Adv that 206 has
quite recovearods

1 meant %o stop,at London after my Toronto’
lecture in Fedruary, on the way to Chicago, dut I had
to change plans and go via N. Y. Still miss you
very much,

e “_Beat wuhao from ue:all.:

.-Mogt-cordially, --wi&E"
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St. Peter's Seminary

. Fandon, Canada

—— May 20 (/?5«1)
My Dear Professor, ‘

The magazine TIME in its last issue told me that you had
been elected president of the Academy of St. Thomas Aquinas and
I would like to add my humble congratulations to the rest. I am
so out of touch with the affairs of the intellectual world that
I have no clear idea as to what the Academy is or seeks to achieve,
but it is heartening to see your abilities recognized in any direct-
ion and I hope this new position will make it possible for you to
spread your influence even wider.

It was something of a disappointmemt to me to notice that
you were not taking any part in the recent convention in Cleveland.
I know what you think of these things but still it seems to me that
you have a great enough number of friends and former puplls now
to be assured of a good-sized contingent being present if you were
there yourself, It seems to me that some real good might then be
done. At any rate, hanged if I will ever go unless you are to be
there. It is understandable that you should find especially difficult
that apostolic advice to suffer fools gladly, but 1 am not sure
if the very gifts which make that duty so. trying do not al%o impose
it on you with more force than on ordinary fellows like myselt,
But I am not minding my own business nor is my heart in what I am o
saying even, I have just finiished reading, or trying to read
Maritain's La Personne et le bien commun., His mind is a gentle
and luminous muddle, Irying to extract any clear thought or statement
from it is like trying to lift something out of a pool of sirup:
vou can't get hold of anything by itself; propositions adhere to
one another in a pleasant sticky mass and none can be withdrawn
without trailing glutinous streams of qualifications, distinctions
and semi-retractions., He is charming, thoughj; a real gift for
imagery, and so on.

I do not write to you because I am aware of your burdens and of
the amount of really unavoidable correspondence you must handle.
But, if you are able to reply, may I express the hope that you will
give me some news of the family, -- how Boozle is; what Tom is doing
with himself; and whther there is anything to report concerning
my little favorite, Marie-Charlotte?

There was a chance that I might have been obliged to come to
that university convention at Laval which you are addressing early
in June, but I have had a very hard winter of it and do not feel
at all well as yet. and so did a little manoeuvering to escape it.
They say a man is never older than when he is forty. Let us hope
that after my birthday in July I will be able to notice some sort
of recoverv of my lost youth.

My best wishes to the whole family and my thanks again
for you mank kindnesses Aduring the years I was in Quebec.

“incerely in Chrsst

¢ D




