
Foundations & Philosophy of Science Unit 

M r  Dick DeShaw 
Kingston, Ont . 

Dear M r  DeShaw 

Thank you f o r  your l e t t e r  of the  1st and t h e  accompanying typescr ipts .  

You overestimate me: I could not possibly pass competent judgment on 
your work. I am just  a physicist  turned philosopher and with an inte- 
r e s t  i n  t heo re t i ca l  sociology . I know nothing about sociotechnology 
(which is  where I place soc i a l  work). 

Consequently I don't dare cmment on your work, except t o  say t h a t  
it shows a c l a r i t y  f a r  above the  average i n  s o c i a l  science, and t h a t  
I was f l a t t e r e d ,  though somewhat skept ical ,  about your using my seman- 
t i c s .  Maybe you a r e  r i g h t  i n  s t ress ing  t h e  importance of  semantics t o  
c l a r i f y  t h e  (of ten muddy) ideas 5n s o c i a l  science. However, I would 
have thought t h a t  methodology would be even more important. (See Vols 
5 and 6 of my Treat ise ,  devoted t o  epistemology and methodology.) 

Finally,  concerning t h e  pos s ib i l i t y  of publishing your work a t  Reidel's: 
although it does discuss some foundational i s sues ,  it is mainly a work 
i n  sociotechnology, so I doubt t h a t  it would f i t  i n t o  t h e  EPISTEME s e r i e s  
which I am ed i t ing  f o r  Reidel 's.  In any case I am not competent t o  pass 
judgment on it. Therefore I suggest you t r y  a soc i a l  sc&ence publisher 
such a s  Jossey-Bass. 

However, should any of the  soc i a l  sc&ence publishers r e j ec t  your work f o r  
being t o o  concer(lned with methddological o r  semantical matters,  send it 
t o  me once completed and I ' l l  have it refereed by a couple of sociologis ts  
in te res ted  i n  foundational matters, t o  see  whether wb might squeeze it 
i n t o  t h e  EPISTEME ser ies .  

With bes t  wishes, I remain 

Sincerely 

Mario Bunge 

Postal address: 3479 Peel Street, Montreal, PO, Canada H3A 1 W7 
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