




Now I come t o  your paper on "The Place of Induct ion i n  
Sciencef1. F i r s t  l e t  me say where I f e e l  that I can agree w i t h  you. 
I n  s e c t i o n  22 of my L. of Sc. D., i n  f a c t ,  i n  the  last sentence of 
t h i s  s e c t i o n ,  I formulated a p o s i t i o n  k~hich I t h i n k  is c o r r e c t  but 
which needs e l abora t ion  and it may be that the  e labora t ion  would be 
someivhat on t h e  l i n e s  of your a r t i c l e .  I sup-pose a glance a t  this 
s e c t i o n  w i l l  make it c l e a r  t o  you what I mean; 

I can f u r t h e r  agree t h a t ,  as a h i s t o r i c a l  and genet ic  
psychological  f a c t ,  something l i k e  induct ion  may play a r61e, some- 
what i n  t h e  way you descr ibe ,  i n  our a r r i v i n g  a t  10% order hypotheses; 
jus t  as i n t u i t i o n ,  or  t h e  &inking of black coffee ,  may play a causa l  
r81e  i n  t h i s  process. However, I doubt very much xhether a deeper 
a n a l y s i s  of t h e  . h i s t o r i c a l  and psychological processes involved 
w i l l  no t  show t h a t  even t h e  causa l  r61e of induct ion  is extremely 
small, and that i n  almost all. cases  we proceed i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way 
(compare my "Personal Reportt' - have you got  it? pp. 166-181, and 
e s p e c i a l l y  169f., and 175f 5. I have gone i n t o  th i s  matter  f a i r l y  
deeply,  and have a t  t imes l ec tu red  about it a t  g r e a t  length.  But I 
d o n ' t  t h i n k  I have published more than  these  remarks i n  t h e  Personal 
Beport about t h e  ~ s y c h o l o g  i c a l  aspect .  

A s  t o  -bhe nuest ion of induct ion  in&e sense of v a l i d a t i o n  
o r  j u s t i f i c a t i o n ,  I do not see  exact ly  nhere our d i f f e rences  l i e  
( a p a r t  from t h e  f a c t  t h a t  some of your suggest ions may perhaps 
provide an acceptable  amendment mcxhn t o ,  or improvement of,  my 
s e c t i o n  22) .  I a m  c l e a r  that your a r t i c l e  is  very condensed, but 
as a consequence t h e r e  a r e  a few poin ts  i n  which I a m  not c l e a r  as 
t o  your pos i t ion .  T h i s  i s  espec ia l ly  due t o  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  you don ' t  
even mention corrobora t ion  ( i n c i d e n t a l l y ,  you descr ibe ,  t o p  of p. 268, 
t h e  term "confirmation" as " the  pass word of iaductivismtt.  This  is 
puzzling i n  view of my footnote  i n  t h e  L. of Sc. D., p. 251-52, from 
which you w i l l  s ee  that it was o r i g i n a l l y ,  and espec ia l ly  i n  Carnap1s 
" T e s t a b i l i t y  and Meaning1' simply a t r a n s l a t i o n  of my d e d u c t i v i s t  term 
tt3ewShrung"). How good would it be t o  be a b l e  t o  have a r e a l l y  
thorough d i scuss ion  of a l l  these  matters .  

Hany thanks and love t o  you and Hartha, 
Yours ever  

Dear Professor  Bunge, 
Did you g e t  t h e  of f  r i n t s  you naked f o r  (and i' a l s o  t h e  snapshot) ? The newly typed a n  corrected ve r s ion  of 

t. is iE#&lectic?" w i l l  be ready i n  a few days, and I shal l  t h e n .  
send it a t ' m i e .  
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