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Angélica Mendo z:

130 est,12 Street
New or Il, • y •

U.S./l.

Agosto 13 de 1949

Sr.Pntonio Alatorre
Secretó.rio
Colegio de México

, .

eX1CO.

i sim�ático . igo Al�torre:

Recil! su c' rt� en la que me

�nunciaba la �robable fecha de la entreg� de los origina­
les de mi libro, a l� im rent�. s4ero que mo h�ya habido
inconveniente aLguno y que todo est

é marchando po.r camino

ancho;de todos modos,he querido escriborle estas líneas a

fin de h�cerle llegur mi nsiedad �cerca de ese asunto

Jues,l a rición del cibro significa �ora mí la posibili­
d�d de conseguir un buen _uesto en 'lgun& universid�d dé
este aís.Cornelius Krusé me ha escrito una cärt�-es el
residente de la P.merican Phiiso hical Association-ex�re­

sándome ese unto de vist y yo sé, or ex er-Lenc í.a j que es

la sim le verdad.
¿Qué es de la vida de todos ustedes?

Regresó Lida de Monterrey? e escribiré un s l'ne's la sema­

na que viene. o he recibido contest&ción de Cosío y me lo

imagino e terrado entre sus libroe y fichQs.Ruégole expre­
se mis saludos a on Alfonso y mis votos por un buen verena

y una salud magnífica.Recuerdo a todos mis ctmigos y también
a Don osé.Si ve a Sonia dígüle que 'lgún dí� de éstos reci­
birán una l�rga cart ,el1& � Isabel.

Escríbame unas líne's y,sobre todo,
comience enviándome 1 s Jruebas del libro aue me hará a. u-

,
.

er ma.s feliz del mundo.
Saludos fectuosos

El calorci to de
...

ew ork nos tiene sumidos en un nt.L "0 eh
.

rvien

te:lOOº � la sombr ,1 O o mhs el sol.Reduzc� a centí6r dos y
-

verá que asemos os 40º.
/

Vctle.
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Sr. n élie
130 st, 12

York 11, .Y•

• S.A.

,

,

u t élie :d

e s erd 1 16 d I presente, en qpregunt acere de un libro. du 1 que mi notic1no n y la eña, sobr todo por ue el libro no po-lir n d octu r •
-,

e 1 imprenta, tur lmen e (y muy ronto odrá corregir Ud. 1 s primer s
-

le ). ero e h quejado de lo iríc11 y pretado queestá el origi 1 y me temo q e 1 8 rr t s de linotipo -

vay ser b t nte •

o
do bi n
1 obr

,

e cion que
ej m lare

t • e
f tam n

Jen o e h eerIe u preg nt. o recuer
-te d la nota d 1 principio que dice q -

tesie de Col bi niver lty, hay otr ini�cer en 75 ejemplare ,o i 8 lo en esto 75-dich no • Perdón m q le h e pre-
xpl c6 el unto yo lo ntend! per -

ora, co o v ,y
I· hic bo la "

•••••••

R 01

(

cor 1 o d

AAl e



rew York Octuore 4�1949

An�élic'" Iendozs
l3u Vies t. i':> St .

.I. ew York 11,1�.Y.

Mi buen a�igo llatorre:
Gt�ci�� por l�s noticias

que me da &cercr de las r6 imas p�uebQs del
libro;me t!ondré

....� corregirlas en cuanto me lle_
auen y desear!£,�Es correciones se hicieran co­
mo es debido �r8 ayud'r a la difícil t&rea de
los obreros.Le ruego me envíe-si puede-una no­
tita con IE serie de signas convencionales ue
se c:;..castumbran en 1 irnprenta.�e temo aue los
que yo conozco se�n diferentes a los usados en
�éxico Jorque 'ouí he tenido dificultrdes.I

En cuunto a los Qroblema
que el original Jresentb. son de un: ...

·

ne t.ur-a Le z s
aue no puedo evitór;�era,t lvez hubiera sido bue" �

no se ara.r mas los parrafas pues,tengo la escue_la �el estilQ cl�sico eSj�fiol y�cl'ro est',eslo m{ s .lejano al estilo li t.er-ar í,o o de _:)erióèi­co.Siento que los _obres linotipist�s héy�n te­
nido que vencer dificultades pero,no sé 0ue ha­
cer para rer, ediarlo. Esper-e que Lùeg o se e.c o s tum­
r&r�n la jerga y l� casó scldr! mejor.

En cu'nto a lo aue me pregun­ta sobre esa tir8d� es�ecial le é.claro ensegui­dé :

cer sólo
o ue ag reg r

é:L)"re-
,

méS
(Á. ese

II



lhor' bien,2migo Alatorre:yo quisieró que
el título del libro fuer& expresado en la
siguiente formé;

ESTA 08 UNIras

Fuentes ce su

Creo que es mucho nts efectivo que el lrrgo
tí tulo é.nterior: "La s fuentes del pensam.í.en t.o de
los ßStE... QOS Unidos "

, -¿Quiere usted .£;"edirle La
opinión a Don llfonso y çmi amigo Lid�?

No creo que tenga nGd� mts oue pedir­
le hoya_no ser que no me ab�ndone con sus caK
t.a s . Estoy ansiosa .or la pubLí.c ac Lón del mamo­
treto y quisiera ayud: ..rle en lo que fuese ...

a­
sible.

¿Qué hay de �éxico?Sé aue murió ese m&g­nífico muchacho Que er' Toscano.Le conocí en
un& excursión a èhé�ingo y &1 Contçdor y no¢
he olvidado su sencillez y cordi�lidad.Cost�­
rá mucho encontr2r quien le reem�lace.

�é saludos '1 _ibe argentino y
los.dem�s much" chas del Colegio;dígales que
veng'n r vi�it8rme á los Estedos Unidos.

�sperando sus noticias me des­
»í.dc muy cor-d í.e Lment e ,
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ero e

lae pá Lns
cap t lo d
un li ta d

lo enclal. n

Introducción, v

ant y n .

par-a u ut

to 1
,

11 r n

ir el
r' Jo' uín

..
é�1co, D. F�, 25 e c ubr

r . Ancrél ea l�en o a.

13 1 ss t , Street
e. Yo .[, t. y.

� y o at m d lie :

Co testo B a o úl mas cart
, 1 e und de las

cuales he 1 ído a uras en 8, ve ! con m nch e
hum da y sel i- ncendia , dentro de u obr- am rillo

1 Poat-Offie Dep rt nt y co r e dit en que e
cían q e per on � por Dios.

Ho en la m ñan v r n
,

� ... ve br ta.nte ben _ gl. B. n;
v gu t r.

Li el "p Lb r ent1no t 1
br zo u 1 o

•

d 1
to s

nd n ludas. y un

ton!
v

1 torre
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lngélica endoza

Co ia de Cart S recibidas(o pdrtes d Irs mism's),con motivo de
1""' ubliceción de FUEJ.JT�E' DET PEIJSA lIENTO D.t!J oU E TLD S LINIOS.

1.- el Prore sor de YaLe University,Fi1mer S.C. Ior thropj de 1-- cá.tedre
1{'echa,Abril 10,1950. de Filosofí y Derecho;autor

denf.he meeting of the ast andl the
L-ev r .ur. r!Iendo Za. : 'e s t n

•

Thanks imm-nsely for sending me the inscribed copy of yourTtFuentes
el Ù€nsarniento de los Estados UnidosTf.It covers' tremendous �mount

of material.I envy you in your nowledge of the b'ckground of our
culture.It is of great importance th t my country should be presented
to the )anish reader by you.

2.-Del Dr. erle Curti,Profesor de Ristori de lö Universidrd de is­
consin y autor de obras como 'The Growth of Amer-Les n Social Thought".

Abril ra, 1 50.

Deó.r Dr. endoza:

any thanks for s nding me a co y of F ENTES Dl!;.J P...,l'- P IE "PTa E LOS
EST DO Ul IDOS. It is ;- nicely pr í.; t �,� bo 1 and in loo cLng over it
I see you hdve rna e uite ó. synthesis of P..m¿rican )hilo�o hi.cc.:...
thought.I am sure this will be elcome in .·nish-s·e ing cOlli�tries.

':t;. -Del Prof'e sor Cornelius {rusé, profesor de Ph í.Lo sof'La de 'es Ley n

niversity y Chairman de Co��cil of earned ociety.of Emeric' .

Abril 17,1950.

y de'r iss tiendoza:

I am indeed grateful to you for the copy of your book,"Fuentes del
éns .í en to de los Estados Un.í.do s ", hich I have received.l h ve r-ead

a little of it,and find it very interesting.I em sure that its ide
distribution in Spanish ft�erican countries is going to � a e gre�t
difference in the u derstanding of our �niloso hy by our fello�-
co· trymen in the other lJIleric .I ho_pe yo r book,which is s o.ttr'c­
ively �ublished s all things �hat are doné by the Cole6io de 1éxico,
will receive the ttention th t it deserves.Vhen I r-s in attn Amer,!
Ca,l was certainly sur rised to find tn t 111i J mes, ohn ewey,
and b ntayana were re lly not nown.Your book should help to offset
this blank.

4- el �rofesor dard S. rightm n,de 1 c�tedr de Filosofí de
Boston U iversity.

Abril l8,lB50.

uy deer Dr.Lendoza:

Plerse cccept ny sinc6re than s for your gift of C4 copy of'Fuentes
del Pens miento de lo ßsta os UnidosTT.lt i� . v�lu ble . ddition to
the lit rcture that interprets the thought of this co��try. hen one

remembers th t the uthor i� an rgentine nd comes fro ó culture so
tot 1 y different from ours in m&ny respects,tne objectivity ánd nge
of the book are a truly remarkable achievement. The liter&ture has)
been carefully reed nd e�l inter�reted.I conbr tulate you.

II

13



II

E.-�el Pr�fesor Frank Tannenbaum del Departàmento de Historia de
Co.LumbLa Un í.v er-s í.t.y . autor de "?eo.ce by hevo Lut í.on"

Abril 19.1950

Dear Angélica:

I �m grateful to you for sending me ö COyy of your book.lt lOOKS
very be utiful, end I am very he.... .fly that it has been pub.l.í.shed because
it m�rks both the end Rnd the beginning of a c�reer-th� end of a

car-eer as s tuderrtç and the beginning of a car-eer as a s choLar' and a

teacher.
I feel Jerfectly confident that the volumen wil� receive very wide
acKnowledgment,a.nd 8JJ.-.Jreciation,8.nd it will deserve all the praise
that it gets.It think it is one of the best tiistories of Moerican
philosophy that has been written,not only in S�anish,but in any
1anguËge.

.

Gratefully,as ever;
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the argument of idealistic logic (" content-" or "act-" logic), that
the distinction between act of thought and its logical form is an

abstraction, and "formal" logic an empty, analytical description
(Hegel, Gentile) with no possible reference to "concrete" thought
and therefore to essential being.

On the other hand, Mons. Olgiati's interpretation does not
allow for Aristotle's own conception of the connection logic-on­
tology, which started indeed from logic as a form of thought but
established logic in its own right and based it on the (syllogistically
undemonstrable) principle of non-contradiction, supported by a

reference to the non-contradictory nature of particular, çoncrete
being as the perfect, indissoluble blend of form and matter. Logic
was indeed more deeply and directly involved in the nature of
being than Mons. Olgiati's question-begging conception may show.
One may consider Aristotle's conception (and Hegel's similar
point of view) more useful or at least thought-provoking as to

ontological research because it puts the problem of the ultimate
connection of logic and being directly as a problem (perhaps, the
problem) of being.

MARIO M. RoSSI
UNIVERSITY OF EDINBURGH

Fuentes del Pensamiento de los Estados Unidos. ANGÉLICA MEN­
DOZA. México: El Colegio de México. ]950. xvi, 276 pp.

Thought in Miss Mendoza's book means much more than either
philosophic or scientific thought. It almost stands for manner of
being, world outlook, consciousness, behavior. In this sense her
work represents an investigation into the very roots of the Amer­
ican way of life, and is of singular significance. Miss Mendoza's
research is not, however, the equivalent of a source book on Amer­
ican thought, as its title naturally leads the reader to believe. It
is not the type of work that Diels, Gomperz, Burnet, or Bakewell
did on Greek philosophy. Yet, the title of "Fuentes" (Sources)
is not totally unwarranted, for running as a symphonic theme
throughout the twelve chapters of her book is the position that the
American way of life is but a flowering of the conflicting ideas
and ideals held sacred by our forefathers in the three preceding
centuries. The foregoing statement is not intended to exhaust
the wealth of Miss Mendoza's ideas, which in themselves are re­

markable for quantity and quality, but merely represents a pre­
liminary, synoptic view of the text. The following titles or chap­
ters suggest the central themes which have attracted Miss Mendoza's
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observation: I. Puritanism (Thought and Way of Life) ; II. Puri­
tanical Methodology (Its Technique for Spiritual Salvation) ; III.
The Cambridge Platonists (Puritanism and Modernism in their
ethics) ; IV. Decline of Puritanism (Mysticism of Jonathan Ed­

wards) ; V. Philosophy of the Enlightenment (Franklin's Practical

Morality) ; VI. Puritanism and Romanticism in Emerson (Nature,
Spirit, Man) ; VII. The Doctrine of Freedom (Destiny and Mission
of the People) ; VIII. Adventure, Pioneering and Expansion (The
Wild and Romantic West); IX. Era of Utopias (Free Thought
and Social Reform) ; X. Dramatic Contradiction (Financial Titan­
ism and the Social Gospel) ; XI. From the Primacy of Action to

Metaphysical Theism; XII. Idealism (The Realm of Essence).
A bibliography of primary sources for each of the corresponding
chapters enhances the last eight pages of the book, the Spanish
entries for chapter VIII being a fundamental contribution to
American philosophical bibliography. Secondary and general
sources are not listed, but many are mentioned as footnotes through­
out the text.

The whole book reads like a dramatic novel, especially her

magnificent treatment of "the wild and romantic west" (chapter
VIII), rich in epic overtones; her discussion of Jonathan Edwards'
mystical experience and background (particularly pp. 63-65),
delightfully lyrical; and her presentation of Santayana's philoso­
phy (chapter XII), done with creative sympathy and penetrating
insight. Notwithstanding the solidity, depth, and beauty of Miss
Mendoza's work, however, certain errors of definition and observa­
tion tend to obscure her brilliant piece of research. We are told, for

example, and not always elegantly (pp. 23-24, 27, 36, 218), that

self-scrutiny, introspection, and self-knowledge, "typical of prot­
estantism" (p. 218), hardened the American heart (p. 23), making
the individual cruel, dispassionate, impersonal (p. 24). We learn
that the self-analysis of Protestantism has killed in the individual
all sense of charity, "medieval and Catholic virtue" (p. xv), for

according to Protestantism" Charity is destructive and detrimental
to society inasmuch as it protects the helpless." "It is even sub­

versive, for it undermines the bases of our society established

upon the principles of property and competition" ( ib id.) . We
have no charity. Charity is individual, personal, disinterested.
But we have philanthropy, which in turn is civic, social, and amply
beneficial (p. xííi). The Social Gospel, especially as typified by
the Methodist Church (p. 205), attempts to recover our already lost
Christian charity (pp. 202-203). We learn that we are devoid of
Christian "love of neighbor," charitas, in the first place, because
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of the introspectionism characteristic of early puritanism which
degenerated into selfishness (p. 27), scepticism, and nihilism (p.
71) ; and, in the second place, because of the theological justifica­
tion of economic inequality characteristic of Protestant thought
(p. 29). These are facts especially typical of early Protestantism
in America, "but the seed of this ethical doctrine is still alive,
and the style or valuation of existence which we call the American
way, feeds on it" (p. 29). We are told that inasmuch as Protes­
tantism departed from the tradition of institutional religion
(Roman Catholic), it is both anti-historical and irrational (p. 110).
Indeed the core of Miss Mendoza's book and the persistent theme
running throughout her message centers on the thesis that the
ethics of Roman Catholicism is historical, rational, and concerned
with eternity, while the ethics of Protestantism is irrational, anti­
historical and earthly minded (pp. xiv, 7, 23, 28, 110, 160, 180,
183,185,179,207,211,255). In America "no one mentions death,
and no one believes in eternity" (p. xv). The present reviewer
supposes that by "irrational" Miss Mendoza means "empirical,"
but this would be a false opposition, for rational and empirical
are not contradictory terms. Having traced the historical un­

folding of Protestant ethics, as the second part of her thesis Miss
Mendoza intuits and constructs what she considers to be the Amer­
ican way of life, the American Weltanschauung, "American
Thought. ' , Her description of American life, institutions, and
ideals, does not in the least penetrate into the typical American
home, school, church, or American community. Her comments
on religion in America are, therefore, external and superficial,
negative and irrelevant, while her appraisal of American charity
in the sense of neighborly love and sacrificial sharing with fellow
men in need and distress, is unutterably unfair. The foregoing
remarks, however, are not intended to minimize the importance
of Miss Mendoza's achievement. They are merely friendly rec­

ognition of conspicuous weaknesses. On the positive side, Fuentes
del Pensamiento de los Estados Unidos sparkles with such jewels
as her ad rem observations on philosophical naturalism (p. x),
pragmatism (pp. 209-210), the Personalism of Emerson (pp. 112-

114, 120, 124, 140, 141), and her accurate presentation of George
Santayana (pp. 247-268). Miss Mendoza's Fuentes is a picture
of the struggles, inconsistencies, failures and achievements, tragedy
and epic of the American soul as seen from the outside, and as

such it deserves a place of prominence in American bibliography.
J. A. FRÁNQUIZ

WEST VIRGINIA WESLEYAN COLLEGE


