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UNIVERSITE LAVAL
FACULTE DE PHILOSOPHIE

Cabinet du Doyen

le 25 janvier, 1947.

.

Cher monsieur 1'abbé Dolbec,

I1 me fait plaisir de vous exprimer bridvement une
opinion touchant le probléme théologique et philosophique que
souldvent les théories d'évolution. Mais, sachez-le bien,
mon opinion ne vaut que les raisons que j'en puls fournir.

Btant de nature spirituelle, 1'&me humaine, & la d4if-
férence de celle des brutes et des plantes, ne peut pas 8tre
produite d'un sujet (ex quo). mais elle vient & 1'8tre par

T e e s ————epéationt— Cependant, comme elle est aussi; ¥ Ta différence -
.des esprits purs, une 8me au sens strict, elle est, comme celle
des plantes et des brutes, l'acte premier, la forme substan-
tielle, d'un corps naturel muni d'organes (i.e. d'instruments
d'opération). Par conséquent, elle est créde dans un sujet
(in quo); Wh non pas dans un sujet quelconque, mais propor-
tionné, apte 3 la recevoir par sa disposition prochaine, par
son organisation particulidre.

Voild pdurquoi Dieu dit (Gen.I,24): "Que la terre
fasse gortir des 8tres animés selon leur espdce, des animaux
domestiques, des reptiles et des bétes de la terre selon leur
espéce." Mais, de la formation de l'homme, l'Hcriture dit
(Gen.II,7): "Yahweh Dieu forma l'homme de la poussidre du sol,
et 11 souffla dans ses narines un souffle de vie, et l'homme
devint un &tre vivant."

Voici maintenant la différence entre la formation du
premier homme et celle des hommes qui proviennent de parents.
Dans le dernier cas, il existe déja dans la nature des causes
proportionnées et suffisantes 3 disposer la matidre en vue de
l'4me que Dieu crée dds que cette matidre est sufffisamment
organisée. (Mous disons "d®s que™ en égard au temps ol il y a
succession.) Mais dans le cas du oremier homme, ces causes
suffisamment propdrtionndes n'existent pas encore, Ici se pose

le probléme: Les causes naturelles ont-elles eu leur part dans
la disposition de la matisre? Quelle pourrait 8tre cette part?

Vous savez que la plupart des auteurs ont cru que Dieu
seul est la cause de cette disposition de la matidre depuls
son état inorganique jusqu'd la haute organisation du corps
humain. Il convient cependant de noter ici que l'autorite
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_ ceptions. regardent“elles_la_formation dit-monde,-mais elles nlont

UNIVERSITE LAVAL
FACULTE DE PHILOSOPHIE

théologigue le plus redoutable — S. Thomas —, pouvait & peine
soutenir autre chose, attendu l'opinion commune en son temps

(et qui se maintint encore au XIX & sidcle) sur la durde du monde,
durée si courte que 1! hypothése d'une lente et progressive matu-
ration du cosmos était d'avance exclue. Les hypothdses sur les
corps célestes, elles aussi, mettaient un monde radicalement
évolutif hors de propos. Mais, remarquez-le bien, les opinions
sur la durée du monde et sur les corps célestes -- pour ne men-
tionner que celles-ci — plausibles pour leur temps, male qui
dcartaient toute- hypothése d'evolution, n'étaient, elles-mémes,
que des hypothéses.

I1 est vral que certains auteurs modernes ont cru voir
dans §. Grégoire de Nysse (- 330-U00) et S. Augustin (354-L30)
des précurseurs des théories d'évolution. Sans doute leurs con-

aucun rapport direct avec des hypothéses dites "scientifiques".
Elles sont formées en dehors de toute investigation strictement
naturelle. S. Thomas adoptait la théorie de S. Augustin ("magis
mihi placet"), et pourtent on ne peut pas dire que son traité

de la production du corps du premier homme (Ia Pars,q.91) soit
le moindrement évolutionniste.

Maintenant que les hypothéses mentionndes plus haut ont &t
6cartées et qu'il existe actuellement des théories plus ou moins
evolutlonnlstes et provisoirement plausibles, il nous faut ticher
de répondre & la question: Repugne-t 11, a priori, que des causes
naturelles et inférieures 3 1‘qomme, aient contribué 3 une orga-
nisation progressive de la matidre en vue du corps humain? — Ainsi
formulée, la question demeure trés générale et apparemment peu
compromettante.
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TI)ILl est vrai qu'Aristote et ses commentateurs ont parsemé les traltés

- les plus généraux d'exemples tirés d'un ordre de concrétion déja tras.

poussé oit,nous le savons désormals, la plupart des notions et des
principes dsusnrsmkzprasisaixsxy ne sont qu'une manidre de sauver les
apparences telles qu'elles soni connues 3 ltheurej;elles demeurent
extrinséques et provisoires. A parler historiquement,les anclens avaient
des raisons plausibles de croire que certalnes de leurs xkxk théorles,
prolongements d'une expérience A qutils
pouvaient 3 peine soupgonner d!amk d8tre aussi rudimentaire et stricte-
ment phénoménale,étaient: plus qu'une premidre approximation. Il faudralt
manquer singulidrement d!'imagination pour les accuser d'en avoir manqué.
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Uollege of 3t. Thomas

St. Paul 1, Minnesota
Jan. 17, 1947

ear Charles:

I have not written earlier because I know that you have entirely too much
to do to be bothered with purely "social" letters. However, at the present
writing I have a very real difficulty that I hope you will have time to resolve
for me. I suppose that you have already given me the answer to this one but I
cannot find it in my notes nor could I find out from Fr, Dillon, whom I just
talked to. ‘

(ﬁ-“ The difficulty comes up on the passage in I Physies, Lect. 14, n, 6. There
St. Thomas says, "Unde per se hoo animal quod est canis, fit ex non hoc.animali,
idest ex non cane. Sed si fieret animal per se et non per accidens, oporteret
quod fieret ex non animali."

i But this seems to be against what he has just said in n. 5, namely, "...quia
} quod est, idest ens, per se quidem non est ex privatione." This was also brought
out earlier in Lect. 13, n. 3, where he showed that_pr1vation is a per accidens.
prlncivle of mobile being. -

The only way that I could think of to resolve the thing sounds very weak.
It might be said that when he says,"...ens per se quidem non est ex privatione.",
the per se refers only to|these principlef which, as he says, "intrat essentiam
rei factae; ex hoc autem aliquid fit per se, quod inest rei postquam iam facta est."
Then, when he says, "Unde per se hoc animal quod est canis, fit ex non hoc animali,
idest ex non cane,", the per se refers to the distinction between per se and per
accidens made in n. 4 of Lect, 14. Then, it seems that one could say that when he
says that privation is not a per se principle, this 45 to be taken to mean that it
is not a per se principle of the thing which comes to bs. And, when he says that
this animal comes to be per se from non-this-animal, this is to be taken to mean
that non-this-animal is a necessary principle of the becoming, even though 1t is
not a per se principle of the thing that becomes.

v b e

‘; But, as I said, this solution seems very weak. It seems very much like some
made by certain modern scholasties who cover their ignorance by "subtle™ distinec-
tions of this kind. I would very much appreciate it if you can find time to re-
lieve me of my ignorance in this matter.

I suppose you have heard something about the "Convention" at "Plaza della Toro".
Some really wonderful things were revealed. In the opening address we were informed

by the Rev. Phelan that the "existential™ metaphysies of St. Thomas were so different -

fram the "essential" metaphysies of Aristotle that one doubted if it would be walid
to try to apply the logic of Aristotle to the metaphysics of St. Thomas. Kfter that,
things got worse! With characteristic ambiguity he then stated that of course he

did not mean to use the words he did use, and that he was really talking about some-
thing else. The other meetings that I was able to attend were of the same caliber.
The only exception was one in which Fr. Dufault of Natick gave a paper on the object
of logic. It seemed to me to be a very good resume of what L'abbe Dionne gives in
his courses., He based himself almost exclusively on the text of John of St. Thomas

in the Logic.
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. o | - . D& B, 1946
In Fest., Immac. Comc. BVM.

Dear Chasi=.

] Yours received., Some two or three months ago I re ceived from Father Hausmann

" three pages of discussion of Lalor's paper, sent on here from West Baden Indiana, where
Hausmann is now stationed, I sent the thing on to Lalor, with the remark that he might
like to answer H. directly by letter or send it to you for the Quodlibeta. On Nov., i
he wrote me to the effect that" double dose of classes ( to say nothing of matters
extra~curricular) has prevented me from framing a reply to Fr H's. objection®, He goes
on with a general disclaimer of Rimse the validity of H's criticiem, which I 4didnt
think it wise to send to H., mexely telling him by letter that I‘had heard from L., and
saying that he would take the matter up when he could get round to it. Had I borne in
mind that you might be looking for it for the next number of the Q. I should have sent
you & card to say how the matter stood. Anyhow, Lalor has the matter in han?énd will,
no doubt, follow any direction you give him,.

As for questions for the Q. from me, Jeez,the guy wants not only to give the
answers but to dictate the questions ] should ask/] Suppose you answer some questions
first which I am really interested in,a practical way, i.e. with a view to my current
teaching and intradepartmental discussions., ParenthBtically, mon fils," I'm in little
danger of piles, The About the only time the seat of my pants gets in contact with
a chair is when I throw them over the latter at night, and then my seat aint in ‘em!

_ Dont forget, mon fils, that we have 7619 ‘students on this campus, which, last spring,
we thought was crowded with 4200. Because of the iklness of one of our staff which will
prevent his teaching any more this semester, I am now teaching six days a week, not '
all day everyday, dut every day some. ZEach section runs fifty or over, which multiplies
the paper work, especially in logic and ethies, the latter being case~-work, If you dont
make the bastards write they dont do anything, especially when, on account of the size of
the groups, you cant cover the classes by oral quiz. Turner has one section of logic
which has 200 in it. :

Ly

)

As for questions, here's one: I've often heard that you and Dionne are very
critical of Maritain's Petite Logduwe,D. having been reported a few summers ago as saying,
apropos a part of it, that "that's not logic"., Thompson here, who, as you know, is a

gnaduate of Toronto, and I vwere discussing logic in general and the Petite Logique
‘g in pafficular, when I made some reference to this criticism., Thomgdson's comment was

9 ‘Qn
o

. zf'that he was puzzled, since John of St Thomas! Logic is looked upon at Laval as omnil
= exceptione major, and, according to Thompson, Maritain's Petite Logique is simply JST

Wy

;f_ﬁl boiled down. Now I dont know either of them well enough to check that statement without
Lsa a good % al of search which I simply havent time to do, so it would help me very much to
-~ »;f have tﬁeiafscrepancies between JST and Maritain pointed out. You can pass this one on
L>°i Qg;to Dionne, if you wish, and he can answer it in French. Or you can put it in the Quod~
. §;~j;}ibeta, if you prefer. I shall rephrase it for that purpose, if you like,

b
. §2::§ Another point: I cant begin to tell you how valuable the stuff on the Common

: Good has been to me in my ethics course. It gives the whole course a new slant, and a .
- slant which is very acceptable to the kids, Naturally, with these kids, many, if not most
%? of whom are completely innocent of any philosophical background, -- even if they have
had the other courses, such a logilc and de anima, they know them hardly more than by
rote, -~ saf it is necessary to begin with familiar illustrations such as the CG of a
football team, ete., in order that they have some glimmer of what I am talking about.
The group I teach are, most of them, not candidates for degrees in arts, but for degrees
in Comu:erce, if any; many of them are not candidates for any degree here at all, being
GI's who are tzking twoeyear pre-legal, pre-médical, or pre-dental programs as a require-
ment for entrance into one of those professional schools. Theyhave lost from two to
four years on account of the war and are impatient to get to their professional studies
- and out into practice to make a living. Very many of them are married, and not-a few - -
have a youngster or so. It is a common thing to have some kid walk up to you with a
cizar and say "here, Father, it's a boyl"

Anyhow, to come to the point of my question: I have found it helpful to




T

diagram the relationship between the individual and the various common goods in which
he participates, and use that as a basis for the lectures I give on the subject after
the chapter on Finis# Hominis in ethics. The diagram is first worked out on the board,
and then I %§¥ﬁ gim 2 iingle mireo page carrying the same as an aid to the memory. -
I enclose a ¢opy aRd EK¥8T1s where you come into the picture;y i.e., I should like to
have an opinion from you as to whether I have grasped your idea correctly, whether there
are any egregious errors or omissions, etce Never mind criticizing the thing as a peda-
gogical device; I knmow more about that end of it than you do, mon fils, at least in
regard to the particular type of kids that I have to deal with. Incidentally, I gave
you a copy of this last summer for the same purpose, i.e. to have it criticized, but
you brushed it off, as, some years earlier, you brushed off my recommendation of Hack's
book, which turned out not to be so negligible after all! If you brush this off you
can go chase yourself, in re questions for the Quodlibeta or anything else.

Another question: discussing one day with Thompson and Turner the incident
of last summer concerning whether the category of "habitus" applies to the redation be-
tween a floor-covering and the floor which it covers, =- it was & nun sitting behind
me vho asked the question; #* she had got it, I think, from Hartman's "Logich, == .
Thompson brought up the passage from JST, Logica II, g. XIX, a. 4, which contains the
sentence: "REducuntur etiam ad hoc praedicamentum ornamenta parietum, quae proprie non
sunt vestes. I enclose the passage as he gave it to me typed, to save you the bother
of turning to the page. What about this? I gathered from your answer to the nun that
"hadbitus" applies only to msmimssssmwx vestimanta hpminmm . Does this passage in JST
allow a modification of that statement?

As to the questions you suggest, I hadnt thought of any of them; except, to
sone extent, of number two, i.e. "Experimental sciences as both 'natural! and 'dialec-
tical', vhich seems contradictoryﬁ,at the time that I made a translation for my own use
of your "Les Sciences Experimentales, sonb—ilk"dialectiques?"'But, since my teaching
is not, nor has been, nor is likely to be, concerned with either philesophy of nature or
philosophy of science, I havent glven much further thought to the point, However, if
srexmxpnrahkensx 1y asking these questions is ad bonum commune gquodlibetorum, or
magistrorum philosophiae, I'm quite willing to ask 'em. You can phrase them as you
wish and put my name to them, or, if you prefer, I shall write them out myself and
send them along.

I shall also drop Lalor a card, telling him of your letter, to expedite
matters.

Winel tells me that your article g%%g% is to appear in the Journal of Mathe-
matics, '§n§§3a0ne you mentioned to me last EREZH® when you were here, or maybe the

previous zuxm=¥®; &® as being "the greatest discovery in philasophy of the past three
hundred years" as "comoletely illuminating Hegel", etc., -- has not yet appeared in the

Journal of Math. Vhen it does, I expect a notice of it, and also an off-print.

Have not been able as yet to locate a copy of tggrg hlet dealing with law,
by M. Pigeon, which you mentioned to Mulligan and me last ZBAX&R, He and I looked for
it last summer in Quebee,- but couldnt find»itf. I am asking Mary Kowalskil menWimsi
ax (Mrs Corbett), or Winel, or somebody to pitk one up for me if they can locate one.
Mull. needs it for his studies in jurisprudence. I mention it to you because whoever I
get to look it up for me will probably ask you the title, etce., ahd this will aid your
memory, possibly.

You would be proud of me the way I treat the pre-Socraties in my course in
Introduction to philosophy. Reith's dissertation has been very helpful. By the way, I
hope it reached you safely. We follow out, as much as time allows, the hint in Comm,
in Met. #342, to the effect that "necesse est eum qui debet audire philosophiam melius
se habere in judicando si audierit omnes rationes quasi adversariorum judicantium®, The

kids love it and it mekes every meeting of the classes a pleasure. Now please dont tell
me I've misunderstood this passage or am doing some fool thing I shouldnt do, and so take
all the joy out of it! —- Regards to ererybody, ’
Bell
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qﬁb z7.ibTed under different aspects or "formalities" (according toeach of which he 1s
or can be "named", e.g. "tall", "bearded", “citizen", "father", "quarterback", etc)
wad that his #proper® good Will differd from the viewp01nt of each tformality" or
asect, Considered as an individual, his “proper! good will be hig various- singular,
incommunicable goods., Gonsidered as quarterback, member of family, citizem, man;
e%cc, his "proper" good, i.e. the good “"proper® to each of these several aspects
will be the "common' good corresponding to each aspect. And, In every case, the
common good corresponding to any formality is prior to any singular good which he
may have under the aspect of that formality. For example; the cmmmon good of the
team is prior to the fun which Jones has in playing on it, the common good of the
family is prior to the pleasure which the father gets from playing with the children,
IT IS A PERVERSION TO SAY THAT THE FAMILY IS A MEZANS TO THE FATHER'S FLEASURE OR
HAPPINESS AS FATHER, THOUGH IT MAY BE AN INTERMEDIATE END TO HIS HAFPPINESS AS MAN,
1,60 inasmuch as he is ordered to a'higher common good., The dimgram is meant to 111~
ustrate St Thomas: On Charity, ge 2, ¢ (De K: note 19): "The good of man is to be
understood diversely, according as man is understood diversely. For the proper good
of man as man is the good of reason, since, to man, to be is to be rational, The
good of man as .artist is the good of art; and so also according as he is a citizen,
" his good is the common good of the city (or state) oV
2a "ss0eeeowhen a man, dby divine grace, i1s admitted to participation in
reavenly beatltudv, which consists in the vision and enjoyment of God, he beacomes,
as 1t were, a citizen and fellow of that blessed city, which is called the heavenly
Jerusalem: ‘'You are felilow-citizens of the saints and members of God's family'."
(St Thomas: De Caritate, a. 2, c.
3, "As one man is part of a housshold, so a household is/part of the statea..
@E’ asoofind, therefores, as the good of one man 1s not the last end, but is ordained to
) " “%he common good, so the good of one household is ordained to- the good of a single
state, which is a perfect community." Summa Theologica: I-II, 90, 3, ad 3.
4o The common good on one level may be suhordinate to private good on a
nigher level,
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PS. I have added and enclosed my version of the questions you propose. You can make
what use of them you wish, Just so you dont make me out a jackass. I dont know whether
I quite get your.ideas or not, but you can re-Phrase as you wish, with the above
indicated limitdtion. _ _ s

A Another question, not for treatment in the Bulletin, but a very practical one to
me, viz., if you had to give a course in logic to a lot of people, adolescents and
older, mit some of whom cant tell a noun from a verb, hardly any of whom can really
get much out of a book, and if you were limited to sixteen weeks, three fifty-mindte
periods per week, in order to cover the ground, what would you give them? I asked
you a similar question once, while I was at Cleveland, about "epistemology®, and

your answer, which was, in effect, to give them IV Met., with the commentary on the
same, was very fruitful as I worked it out, so I'm hoping for some equally fertile
suzgestion from you on this matter of logice Hardly any of the English texts &s
satisfactory. The good ones are too difficult for such students to cower in the time
allotted, and those which are compressed into a sufficently small cdmpass are so
Jjejune that they are hardly worth using, Many of these kids will take two or three
16 week courses in philosophy and then be on their way to a professional school with
the aim of making a living. The formalities of correct reasoning mmi. etc will soon
be erased from their memory, for most of them would not.be takling the subject at all
if 1t were not a "required course”. It would be of some ddvamtage to them and to the
common good if they could be taught to read even ephefheral literature critically,
but the btrevity of the time allowed hardly ever allows us to get to thate I have the
feeling that much of the time spent on the formalities of reasoning and the propos-

ition is wasted, as not meeting their particular needs, while the discussion of the .
~ term,in any solid way,is over their headsi I give the course in Introduction to philoso=
phy as 2 course in dialectic, tying it in as much as possible with contemporary errors,

such as Marxism, positivism, etc., and I feel they get a good deal out of that; but

most of the course in loglc appears to be a lot of wind,

Bell




@ollege of 3t. Thomas
S3t. Pl 1, Minnesota

One other thing ocourred. On the train from Toronto to Chicago I met a
Fr. Davitt, S.J. from St. Louis. He is a student at Toronto and, as he told
me, one of the men responsible for Fr. Ig. Esch.'s attack on you. It seems that
after Fr. Baisnee's article, which unintentionally, so Davitt said, attacked M.
Maritain, Fr. Davitt wrote immedihntely to Maritain asking him what could be done
about it. M, Maritain, busy with the Pope's conversion, had no time to chastise
Fr. Baisnee and advised that either Phelan or Simon take on the task., Well, Simon
was elected. But then, it seems that Simon got an attack of rationality and charity
(which he has since regretted, says Davitt) and wrote the review for the Review of
Politics. This was so scandalous to the disciples that again the cables to Europe
humed with activity. Phelan must immediately write samething to lay the "foul
dragon of Quebec". Meanwhile, disciple Simon was sentenced to sack-cloth and ashes. '
Unfortunately, Phelan was not able to take up the lance. His seat at Toronto was

~ not too secure and he had his hands full looking for a place to light. Davitt and

others, then, importuned Fr. Esch. to take up the cause; because, as Davitt says,
Esch. had explicitly repuddated the Creed of Maritain.in his german work on the
question. But, since the cause seemed urgent (the dragon was becoming bolder), he

‘agreed to write the article. Your "Reply", while it is to be disregarded by the

ordinary acolite, has caused some uneasiness in the ranks of the more important
disciples, Davitt says that "since Maritain has now come out again in the Review
with the same 0ld distinotion between person and individual, we can no longer ocon-
sider him as the leader of modern thought". His reasons were none too clear, but
it seems that Maritain "does not keep abreast of the times". I suppose the fact
that he has held the same doctrine for more than six months he is unqualified to
lead the disciples of modern scholasticism. ’

In all of Davitt's discussion of the question it was impossible to get any
statement from him on the question itself of the common good. The whole issue
was a matter of your attacking Maritain without nameing him, etec, etec., ete. The
question of the common good was merely peg on which they hung the whole question.
As far as I could find out, these men ars not at all interested in any philosophical
question. Philosophy is something to be used by the individual for his own ends.

Viell, give my regards to Zoe and the children. Also tell Bertha hello for me.
Give my boy Rudolph an extra pat on the head. Tell Fr. Flymn and the others hello.
And tell Bernie that we are anxiously awaiting his assitance here. There is entirely
too much work. I haven't even had time to look at my thesis, much less revise it.
I'11 have to talk to you about that when I see you, if you get down here in March.

As ever,

&
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UNIVERSITE LAVAL
FACULTE DE PHILOSOPHIE

Mense Januarii, die 28, anni 1947.

1

Tllustrissimo in philosophia loquenti, fortis pede percutio
necnen strangulatio tentissima.

Nunc breviter, deinde prolixiori sermone in "Laval
théol...", difficultati +tuze respondetur. Wt considerandum est
primo quod ea gquae dicuntur in fine numeri quarti, efdem lectione
decimaquartid, ibi: "Unde manifestum...", non sunt de veritate sed
de sienificatione.— Secundo, in numero isto sexto, illud "non
hoc animal", sicut nec istud "non ens hoc" nondum sumuntur deter-
minate pro eo qd est non ens simpliciter nec pro eo qd est non

~ens—secundum-quid.~—Mt-ideo ubi-Tegis: "Unde per €& hoc animal™ ~—
.quod est :canis, fit ex ndén hoc animali, idest ex non cane", ne

intelligas illud "per se" de eo ex oguo fit hoc quod fit, quasi
dictum fuisset: "hoc animal fit ex eo quod est per se non hoc
animal, seu ex non hoc animall inguantum est non hoc animal™".

Hoc enim, ut tibimetipsi visum est, in contrarium esset ei quod
prius determinatum fuit. Sed oportet intelligi illud "per se!

de eo ipso quod fit, ut patet diligenter inspicienti ea quae in
eadem hoc numero jam dicta sunt. TLegas ergo, novitie, acsi scrip-
tun fuisset: "Hoc animal non potest fieri secundum quod est hoc
animal, seu canis inquantum est canis non potest fieri, nisi ex
non hoc animalil, seu ex non cane, quia hoc animal jam est, idest
canis jam est." Nam, impossibile est quod illud quod jam est
fiat per se, id est, quantum ad hoc quod jam est. Fieri enim est
transmutatio ex non ente in ens, et nihil potest fieri nisi se-~
cundum hoc quod nondum est. A.v., omne guod fit per se, scil.
secundum hoc ipsum quod est, non potest fieri nisi ex non hoe
quod est; et id ex guo fit, non potest jam esse illud secundum
quod fit hoc quod fit, quia sic hoe quod fit jam factum esset.

Tota difficulta%;tua procedit ex hoc quod intelli-
gis illud "per se fieri" de eo quo fit hoc gquod fit, sicut sumi-
tur in fine numeri quarti, quasi dictum fuisset: "hoc animal fit
ex non hoc animali, inquantum non hoc animal est non hoc animal.®
Nec multum erguam te de hac prima admiratione. Sed postea de-~
buisses diligentius literam inspicere et vidissgs primo qudd ista
apparens contradictio multo magis invenitur in ipso eodem numero
sexto, ubi etiam dicitur quod non fit aliquid "per se ex non ente";.
secundo, quia in eadem propositione ex qua verba gquae modo ciltavi
deprompta sunt, invenitur solutio difficultatis, secil., ubi:addit
auctor: "hoc enim per se significat aliquid fieri ex non ente, si
fiat ex non ente inquantum est non ens, ut dictum est," scil. nu-
mero quarto.







@ollege of 3t. Thomus
St Paul 1, Mioresoty

Feb. 4, 1947

Dear Charles: ¥

Thanks a lot for the explanation of the difficulty in
the Physics. (The slight pause you hear is the complete
absence of any consideration of the Flemish "humor™ contained
in the Regali cuidam notho.) I am looking forward to sesing
you in March for a further discussion of the point.

The present letiter is in regard to the sublect of your
talks here at the College. Okie has asked me to write and
ask you if you would give us something on the liberal arts.
There would be a general discuasion for the students in the
AM. and a more detailed exposition for the faculty in the
Tevening.,. o T e e

In order to let you know why the question is apropos,
Okie asked me to give you some of the background hers. He is,
as you know, attempting to make all thé programs here more
liberal. There is, however, much opposition. Most of the men
here do not understand the question. They get confuded with
the trend towards the "humanities™ which is taking place in
many of the other institutions. They have a tendency to think
that a liberal education means a sort of general knowledge
covering everything.

Another group seems to feel that the liberal program is
aimed primarily at making philosophers and possibly theologiens
of all the students who register. This group usually expresses
itself by saying that there are too many “"Laval™ men around
here. They feel that by importing some men from Louvein, C.U.
and other places we would get a healthy difference of opinion
on this question. The "Healthy difference of opinion™ would,
of course, result in leaving the status quo unchanged, they
feel. Okie comes in for criticism from this group because of
his affection for you and what you are doing in philosophy at
Laval.. .. L L - B} o o .

The last group finds common cause with another group re-
presenting the various courses for pre-med., pre-engineering,
pre-law, etc. This latter group feelsthat if the boy is forced
to take the liberal subjects which Okie feels are necessary, he
will not be able to get in the required courses for entrance
into his particular school for advanced study. Of course, they
always cite the requirements of the University of Minneaota in
this respect, leaving out all the other schools in the country

which do not have such rigid requirements.




@ollege of 3t. Thonues
St. Pouul 1, Minmesot

There is, finally, the group who hold that a liberal education
means a olassical education. They mean by this that the boy
must have latin, greek, literature, etc. as the core of his
program, if we are going to call his education liberal. They,
of course, confuse the means with the ends.

Overlaying all these is the confusion as to just what a
Catholic College should attempt to do in the way of education,
Many of the men have said that the only purpose a Catholic
College has is to give the boys some sort of Catholic "atmos-
phere® while they are.recéiving the same kind of educatian
given at any other institution. Having made a statement like
this, they proceed to argue thmt only a practical education is
possible, if the boy is to earn a living in the world of today.

This background is only to show you why Okie wants you to

... _discuss.the liberal arts. . You are not expected, of course, to . . _

refer to any of the positions involved. However, he felt that
if you would explain the real notion of the liberal arts, much
of the confusion would be taken away. He leaves the whole
question of what you are going say to your good judgmsht., If
you think any other topic would be better to clarify these con-
fusions, he would be happy to have that. If you find time, you
might drop him a note on the subject.

I hope that when you come down in March you will be able
to stay with us. We have a room for you and you can use my
automobile (antonomasia) to get from pdace to place.

Say hello to all up there.

Best regards,

o
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gt cuuhmé~wm-iu/ddynhﬂii ed quite some time ago to put on paper

ddatadry, w,r., ?.wc,u:. m'»./],)u.,a.’lu-uuu. cle, "Notes on the Limit of a Variable",
AL 7 r~ : - er of the laval Theologique et Philo-
figm=uzoe —sive vue ssvoud 10stallment of that article hes as yet
not arpeared, I shall confine My comments at this time to a single
paragraph of that article., In that paragraph the author condemns
in passing the whole theory of infinite sets. I shall quote the
paragraph (page 140):

"If we do not make this distinction between the respect in
which every class is an exclusive and perfect wvhole, and that
in which some clusses are essentially imperfect wholes, we might
refer the potential infinity of .a class merely to our inability

as to matter. . In other words, we might suppose that any in-
finite class is fundamentally a Perfect class, i.e., that in
itself, apart from our consideration, any infinite class has

an actually infinite multitude of members, but that we, for

some reason or other, cannot actually exhaust the actually in-
finite multitude. This would lead us into a maize of contra-
dictions which some authors have heartily accepted. It is said,
for instance, that the c¢lass of even numbers, or the class of
0odd numbers, has as many members as the class of integers of
which it is a part. Thisis either a careless statement of the
fact that both classes have the same power (which might be an
unavowed way of reintroducing the concept of potency), or, at
best, a good inference from a false notion of infinity. It is
difficult to see how this contradiction could be avoided without
the distinction of act and potency. But then, of course,
aristotle must be avoided, even at the cost of accepting a
contradiction as & marvellous achievement, If the failure to
make this distinction were logically carried through, it would
be difficult to see how one could avoid destroying the very
foundations of the method of limits."

Now the theory of infinite sets is too vast a theory to be
condemned in a passing sentence or two. No doubt much has been written
on the subject which needs the corrective criticism of scholastic
philosophers, but more harm than good is done by blanket condemnations
unsuported by solid arguments, It does little good to shout cone
tradiction when there is no contradiction. Ky purpose in what follows
will be to mukxe clear to you two things: first thet his distinetion
between notency and act does not remove what he calls a contradiction;
and secondly that his contradiction is no contradiction at all,

_Yo reach the class as a_perfect totality, both as_to. form and . .. . ...
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Dear Father Belleperche,

I promised quite some time ago to put on paper
my criticism of Fr, lLalor's mrticle, "Notes on the Limit of a Variable",
wkich appeared in the first number of the Laval Theologigue‘gg,Philo-
sophigue. Since the second installment of that article has as yet
not arpeared, I shall confine my comments at this time to a single
paragraph of that article., In that paragraph the author condemns
in passing the whole theory of infinite sets. I shall quote the
paragraph (page 140):

"If we do not meke this distinction between the respect in
which every class is an exclusive and perfect whole, and that
in which some classes are essentially imperfect wholes, we might
refer the potential infinity of a class merely to our inability
to reach the class as a perfect totality, both as to form and .

""as”tb‘maf%éf;“fIﬁ”afHéfmﬁéfagj’Wé‘migh%féﬁﬁpBéégfhéfdany in-
finite class is fundamentally a pérfect class, i.e., that in
itself, apart from owr consideration, any infinite class has
an actually infinite multitude of members, but that we, for
somé reason or other, cannot actually exhaust the actually in-
finite multitude, This would lead us into a maize of contra-
dictions which some authors have heartily accepted., It is said,
for instance, that the class of even numbers, or the class of
0dd numbers, has &s many members as the class of integers of
which it is a part. Thisis either a carsless statement of the
fact that both classes have the same power (which might be an
unavowed way of reintroducing the concept of potency), or, at
best, a good inference from a false notion of infinity. It is
difficult to see how this contradiction could be avoided without
the distinction of act and rotency. DBut then, of course,
aristotle must be avoided, even at the cost of accepting a
contradiction as & marvellous achievement. If the failure to
make this distinction were logically carried through, it would
be difficult to see how one could avoid destroying the very
foundations of the method of limits."

-

Kow the theory of infinite sets is too vast a theory to be
condemned in a passing sentence or two. Ko doubt much has been written
on the subject which needs the corrective criticism of scholastic
ophilosophers, but more harm than good is done by blanket condemnations
unsuported by solid arguments., It does little good to shout con-
tradiction when there is no contradiction. Ly purpose in what follows
will be to muke clear to you two things: first that his distinetion
between notency and act does not remove what he calls a contradiction;
and secondly thet 'is contradiction is no contradiction at all.,
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In- the first place I shall have to explain what is meant by a
one-to~-one correspondence on which the whole theory of infinite sets
is based. Suppose thet we have two sets of objects, a corridor full
of students and a class room full of chairs, and suppose further that
we wish to know not how many of each set we have but rather whether
we have the same number of objects In both sets. A simple experiment
will determinethe answer and, there will be no need to counteither set.
Wie tell the students to enter the class room and to take seats,
after 21l have entered, we glance over the room to determine first
whether there are any vacant chairs, and, secondly, whether there
are any students v»ho are not seated, If we find that there are no.
empty seats and that there are no students who are not seated, we
concluée that the number of chairs and the number of students is the
same. There are exactely as maeny students as chairs. We say that _
both sets are equal, or, in more. technical language that both sets
have the same cardinal number.

It is -to be noted that counting objects is nothing else than
setting up a one-to-one correspondencé between the objects counted
~and the set of numbers used in counting them. Ioreover, the method
~ of setting up a one-to-one correspondence is more fundamental even

than counting. We cannot coint objects without setting up such a
. correspondence, but we can set up such a corresnondence without

counting.

Infinite sets, and I speak only of potentially infinite sets,
cannot be counted, since they contain no last element. Yet two
infinite sets can be compared if a one-to~-one correspondence can be
set up between the elements of such sets. Suppose we wish to compare
the potentially infinite set of all positive integers with the po-
tentially infinite set of 'all negative integers. The most obvious
correspondence in this case is to let the negative number -n correspond
to the positive number n as illustrated in the following scheme:

1 2 3 4 - n ese
"l —2 -3 -4 ece s -n ese
Then to every positive number there corresponds =ne and only one
negative number and conversely, Ve conclude therefore that there are
as many positive integers as negative integers. The two sets have
the same cardinal number, '

In & similer way we can compare the se% A of ail positive
integers with the set B of all even positive integers. Lvery in=
teger of set B .is of the form 2n, where n is a positive integer, while
every integer of set 4 is of the form n. Ve will have a one-to-one
correspondence if we correlate the integer n of set A with the in-
teger 2n of set B as illustrated in the following scheme:

1 2 3 4 oo n veo

2 4 6 8 o 2n voe
Then to every integer of set A corresponds just one integer of
set.B and conversely to every integer of set B corresponds just one
integer of set A, The conclusion, though surprising, is inevitable,




1
There are as many even integers as there are both even and odd 1ntegers'
a part of a set is equal to the whole set.

This is only one of many instgnces where a proper nart is equal
to the whole of which it is a part. In fact so characteristic is
this property of infinite sets that it is used to define an infinite
set. Nor is this property am obvious contradiction. dhen we exemine
the theorem that a part is never equal to the whole of which 1% is
a part, we see that its evidence consists entirely of the notion of
whole and nart and that the definitions of whole and part used in
the theorem are the definitions of perfect whole and perfect part,
i.e, wholes and parts which are bounded, in a word, finite. But
obviously not every whole and every part is a perfect whole or a
perfect part., We have potentially infinite wholes-and parts. KHence
it should surprize no one that a theorem which applies to finite
sets should not apply to infinite sets. "It is impossible to set up-
a one-to=-one correspondence between a part of a finite set and the
whole of that set, EHence no finite part can ever be equal to the
whole of which it is a part. On the other hand, we have just seen
__thet it is possible to set up & one-to-one corresvondence between
a part of an infinite set and the whole set. Hence a part of an
infinite set is equal to the whole of the set. They both have the
seme cardinal number. Both theorems are perfectly consistent with
each other since they are verified of different classzs of objects.
There is no contradiction,

The author!s position on the theory of infinite sets is the more
surprizing when considered in the light of a sentence in his first
peragraph (page 129). He writes there: "Here we are interested in
the notion of limit, particularly in the limit of a variable, in so
far as 1t may contribute to a better understending of certain philo-
sorhical positions that the contemporary scholastlcs all too promptly
anéd too enthusiastically reJect as utter nonsense." He seems to have
fallen into the error which he =0 much deplores in modern scholastics.
Ze has rejected too nromptly znd ftoo enthusiustically as utter nonsense
rmuch of the theory of infinite sets. : '

Sincerely,

e o

B.a.Hausmann,S.J.




Dear Mr De Konincki=

I should like to submit the three following questions for
discussion in the Quodlibeta Bepartment of Laval Theodogique et Philosophfue.
In my opinion there is still room for considerable clarification of each of these
three pointse The first question concerns philosophy of Nature, the second Philosophy
of Exverimental Science, and the third language in its logical dimension:

1. In the discussion of finality in nature, the odjection against
universal finality deawn from waste, espesially waste of livings things, plant seeds,
animal embryos, human l§ves, s embryonic or mature, is frequently thought to be
answered by the dictum that such waste is per accidens, This answer does not appear
to be quite adequate, for it can be subsumed that such waste 1s, with regard to many
species, at least, "ut in pluribus”, and, in nature, whatever is "ut in pluribus" is
trzceable to nature itself. I have in mind the fact that, with many students, the
usual answers may appear even to the questioner to be intellectually satisfactory, but
there remairns sometimes what may best be described as a "feeling" that- the argument
is not as cogent as could be desired. The entire discussion of finality has recedved
such scant and inadequate treatment that I beliesee further treatment of this point

would not be supedfluous. ’ '

2. Referring to a piece of.yours published some time ago, entitled
"Ies Sciences Experimentales, sonteils dialectiques?', the view that the experimental
sciences are at once "natural®, i.e. are on the same level of abstraction as philosophy
of nature, and also "dialectical" , i.e., conclude with probability only. seems to
present some difféculty to many minds., Might it not be necessary to make a further
distinction on the =mmm first level of abstraction between experimental and philosophica
physics, in order to justify and clarify the use of the adjecTive "natural® as applied
to the experimental sciences, since a strictly "natural" conclusion should be capable
of demonstration, rather than remsin in the dimension of dialectical probability? '
It is vossible that the method of limits would afford a solution of the difficulty, but
I should like to have a statement from you in regard to it.

3. In logic, the definition of the term: "vox sigwificativa ad
placitum”, while satisfactory for purely practical purposes of logic, nevertheless
sooears to leave something to be desired theoretically, inasmuch as it seenms to connote
an arbitratiness in the nature of language which would render it an unfit instrument
for the conveyance of philosophical truth. Is not the phrase "ad placitum" in need
of further qualification and precision, in order that the uniformity and laws of devel-_
opment established by philosophy be not sacrificed? '

Sincerely yours

R J Belleperche, SJ°
University of Detroit
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