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To the College of Curators of the Free University of Amsterdam 

Respected College: 

I acknowledge with a particular importance your letter July 8 of this year, No. 
137.  May I first thank your college for your spiritual trust in me. I highly value 
the invitation to be part of a committee, as set out in your letter. 

May I however be allowed to bring to your attention several objections 
concerning on the one hand the formulation of the task of the committee to be 
set up, and on the other hand the composition of the committee. 

Concerning the first point, there is no difference of opinion concerning the 
dichotomy between body and soul as a confessional doctrine. The difference is 
exclusively concerning the question how we are to understand this dichotomy–
whether in the religious sense of the inward and outward man (hart and in its 
temporal issues of live), or whether in the metaphysical-philosophical sense of 
a material soma and a spiritual psyche (anima rationalis). 

In my view, the question in issue can only be whether the reformed principles 
etc. “compel us to accept a duality [tweedeeling] within man's temporal life, or 
whether the dichotomy of soul and body must be sought at a deeper level, in 
the distinction between a religious center of life (as a unity and as 
consciousness of self and of God) and the whole complex of temporal functions 
of life.” 

In my view, in the formulation by your College, the dichotomy of soul and 
body has been improperly classified under the current differences of opinion. In 
this way it is possible that confusion can arise from the very beginning in the 
work of the commission. 



Regarding the second point, may I be allowed to bring to the notice of your 
college that, so far as I know, my colleagues Rutgers and Woltjer have never 
specially concerned themselves with the question in issue, whereas the 
theological colleagues Grosheide, Aalders and Waterink, despite their mutual 
differences in the more precise understanding of the dichotomy, have 
nevertheless as a group more or less become fixed in a certain oppositional 
stance over against the point of departure of the Philosophy of the Law-Idea. 

The experience up to now of the mutual discussions that have taken place 
concerning the remaining differences of opinion do not justify any optimistic 
expectation that an exchange of thoughts would be fruitful in what might 
practically take place in a committee composed in the way proposed between 
three theologians and a philosopher-jurist, whose respective standpoints are 
already fixed at the outset. 

Given the importance of the matter, which is also of significance for the future 
of our University, I respectfully would urge your college to avoid as much as 
possible any limitation in the choice of theological members of the commission 
to professors of the Free University, but rather to also include others, who 
enjoy your full confidence and yet who have not at the outset become fixed in a 
definite point of view. 

If I may give certain names for you to consider in this regard, I would for 
example want to name Professors Ridderbos and Severijn. 

If your college nevertheless wishes to be informed exclusively by professors 
who are associated with our University, then it would appear to me to be 
reasonable to also give Prof. Vollenhoven a place on the commission, since he 
is in any event in a better position than I to judge arguments of a theological 
nature. 

If your college considers it desirable to discuss with me in person these matters 
that I have brought forward, then I am gladly willing to do so. 

With polite greetings and special wishes, 

Respectfully your servant 

H. Dooyeweerd 

	  


