MARIC BUNGE

September 17,1957

Dear ‘rofessor Popper:

Thank youwvery much for
your kind letter of August 1ith, in relation
to quotations from ‘he “pen Society in my Cau-

sality .

The “pen Society has been
wonderfully trenslated into “pznish. I do net
think many books have had the luck of yours in
this respect. Only a few misinterpretations of
technical terms can be found here and there, but
save in one case (in one of the notes) they are
not essential. All in 8ll, it is the best trans-
lation of a scientiffe or philosophic book that
I have seen for several years.(I should add that
I am not acouainted with the translator.)

I knew that the lLogik der

Forschung was in the press, and I am eager to

see it at last. (I ordered it unsuccessfully
many times.) Some of its theses I kmow, of course,
mainly through Wisdom's writings. Moreover, Popper':
principle of refutability has been discussed in

detail in my course on the philosophy of scienees;
every one of my stddents has written a paper on
the guestion whether the search for unfavourable
instances is as ‘mportant as the search for favour-
able ones. Most of them have been convinced, but
a few stubborn ones still believe that verification
just consists in amassing instances.

Three days ago I raised the
ocuestion in the bimonthly cellecuium of the Agru-
pacién Rioplatense de 18gica y Filosoffa Cientifica
I recalled your principle - not too well kmown
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MARIO BUNGE

among us - and asked whether it should also be re-
quired of every philoscphical hypothesis. In my
opinion this is not the case: there are principles
of scientific philosophy, such as the principle of
lawfulness (legality), which are irrefutable though
confirmeble. (Cne can slways change the law state-
ments so that they be made to fit the facts, so thst
no failure of a given law statement can be regarded
to refute the hypothesis that every single fact
occurs according to laws.) In short, in my opinion
philosophic principles should be regarded as veri-
fiable hypotheses, but some of them may be as irrefu-
table (hence unscientifie} = theoldgical dogmas. 1
should be greatly honoured to hear your comment on
this problem.

Un the other hand, I must say in 2ll
fairness that I do not share many of your points in -
The “pen Society. In my Causality 1 only deal “it:/
two of them: your ideas on causality, ané your thé-
sis about history as a non-generalizing sciencej I ;
quarrel with both. This may give the inaccurate and ~
unfortunate irpression that I disagree with the
whole booky but There will be plenty of occasioms:”
to show my agreements with most of your theses on
methodology.

By the way, I would like to tell how
how I came across Open Socisty: I saw it for
[gec,at the first time infthe Lilcoln Library, of the USA
Information Serviee, in Santiago, Chile. I found it
so important that I could net help smwllewing it in
a few days; I immediately quoted it in a cow'se I
was delivering at the Universidad de “hile (at that
time I was not in the Buenos Aires University owing
to Perén). ind I wrote to several historicists friends
saying this was the greatest challenge historicism
ever received; particularly, I told a few Marxdists
here and in the USA that they had better studying
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MARIO BUNGE

your book, trying to understand it before attempting
to take it to pieces. But events may have been more
effective,in destroying many of the dogmas of histe-
ricism,than ideas: and this is, of course, in support
of the main hypothesis of historicismy which in mny
opinion deserves being renewed but not thrown aWsy s

Hoping that you will forgive me for
this somewhat long letter, I am

yours very truly ,

Desn Funes 1874 Florida F. N. G.B. Arnlr»t_in:\ F
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